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ation by Congress of the Bryson bill, H. R. 
2082, which would impose complete prohibi
tion for the duration of the war; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

4436. Also, petition o~ Leo Lebrun, of Rock
land, Maine, and other citizens, protesting 
against consideration by Congress of the Bry
son bill, H. R. 2082, which would impose com
plete prohibition for the duration of the war; · 
to the Cotnmittee on the Judiciary. 

4437. Also, petition of George Thibodeau, of 
Lewiston, Maine, and other citizens, protest
ing against consideration by Congress of the 
Bryson bill, H. R. 2082, which would impose 
complete prohibition for the duration of the 
war; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

4438. Also, petition of Joseph F. Currier, 
of Rockland, Maine, and other citizens, pro
testing against consideration by Congress of 
the Bryson bill, H. R. 2082, which would im
pose complete prohjbition for the duration 
of the war; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

4439. By Mr. FORAND: Resolution of the 
City Council of the City of Providenee, R. I., 
opposing the enactment of House bill 2082, 
a bill to reduce absenteeism, conserve man
power, and speed production of material 
necessary for the winning of the war; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

4440. Also, joint resolution of the General 
Assembly of the State of Rhode Island', .re
questing the Senators and Representatives 
from Rhode Island in the Congress of the 
UnitE:d States, to use their earnest efforts to 
have enacted into law a satisfactory measure 
to authorize the erection of a permanent 
United States veterans' hospital in the State 
of Rhode Island; to the Committee on World 
War Veterans' Legislation. 

4441. By Mr. SCHIFFLER: Petition of the 
secretary of the legislative committee of 
Local Union No. 1248, Congress of Industrial 
Organizations, City Bank Building, Wheeling, 
W.Va., urging the passage of the Green-Lucas 
soldier vote bill and the defeat of the East
land bill; to the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice President, and Representa
tives ln Congress. 

4442. By Mr. ENGEL o_f Michigan: Petitions 
signed by Fred Kundrata, chairman of the 
legislative committee of the Muskegon Trades 
and Labor Council, Muskegon, Mich., and 76 
others, favoring the subsidy program; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

4443. By t:Q.e SPEAKER: Petition of the 
city clerk of Boston, Mass., petitioning con
sideration of their resolution with reference 
to national lottery; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

SENATE 
MoNDAY, JANUARY 24, 1944 

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

0 God our Father, Thou hast housed 
us in a universe where all is love yet all 
is law. Morning by morning, Thou 
bringest Thy judgments to light and we 
behold both Thy goodness and Thy 
severity. In devastating events Thy 
wayward children are reaping the bitter 
harvest of Thy broken laws. The penal
ties which wreclc our world are telling us 
that in Thy all-embracing love there are 
rays of wrath as well as of mercy. In a 
rocking and reeling earth Thou art 
teaching us by tragedy that every pur
pose and policy that is alien from love 
and based on selfishness is already 
sentenced to death, because it is resist
ing the suprem~ power. 

As we see the tragic consequence of our 
self-will which spoils the splendor of life 
for others, of our complacent acquies
cence of privilege which robs others of 
their birthright, give us honesty to see 
~nd face our sins against our own souls, 
against our fellowmen, and Thee. Across 
the havoc of our selfishness may we find 
a path of discipline and sacrifice leading 
to a penitent peace that will be a L~nd 
of Beginning Again, where with chas
tened hearts we may build a new home 
for Thy children after the pattern of Thy 
purpose and Thy law. We ask it in the 
dear Redeemer's name. Amen. 

ATTENDANCE OF SENATORS 

ALBERT B. CHANDLER, a Senatof from 
the State of Kentucky, D. WORTH CLARK, 
a Senator from the State of Idaho, and 
ELLISON D. SMITH, a Senator from the 
State of South Carolina, appeared in • 
their seats today. 

THE JOURNAL 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous con
sent that the Journal of the proceedings 
of the last session of the Senate be ap
proved without reading. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, reserving 
the right to object, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum . . 

The VICE PRESIDENT~ The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 
Aiken 
Andrews 
Amtln 
BaUey 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Bark!ey 
Bilbo 
B!ewster 
Bridges 
Brooks 
Buck 
Burton 
Bushfield 
Butler 
Byrd 
Capper 
Caraway 
Chandler 
Chavez 
Clark, Idaho 
Clark, Mo. 
Connally 
Danaher 
Davis 
Downey 
Eastland 
Ellender 

Ferguson 
George 
Gerry 
Gillette 
Green 
Guffey 
Gurney 
Hatch 
Hawkes 
Hayden 
HEl 
Holman 
Johnson, Colo. 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Lodge 
Lucas 

:....McCarran 
McClellan 
McFarland 
McKellar 
Maloney 
May bank 
Mead 
Millikin 
Moore 
Murdock 
Murray 

Nye 
O'Daniel 
O'Mahoney 
Overton 
Radcliffe 
Reed 
Revercomb 
Reynolds 
Robertson 
Russell 
Scrugham 
Shipstead 
Smith 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Truman 
Tunnell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Wallgren 
Wheeler 
Wherry 
·White 
Willis 
Wilson 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen
ator from Virginia [Mr. GLASS] is absent 
from the Senate because of ill:less. 

The Senator from Washington [Mr: 
BoNE], the Senator from New York [Mr. 
WAGNER], and the Senator from Massa
chusetts [Mr. WALSH] are necessarily 
absent. 

The.Senator from Florida [Mr. PEP
PER], the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
WALSH], and the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. VAN NuYS] are detained because of 
slight illnesses. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from 
Oi·egon [Mr. McNARY] is absent because 
of illness. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. TOBEY] is absent on public business. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
WILEY] is absent on official business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-four 
Senators have answered to their names. 
A quorum is present. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I re
new my request that the Journal of the 
proceedings of the last session of the 
Senate be approved without reading. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob· 
jection? The Chair hears none, and the 
Journal of the proceedings of the calen
dar day Friday, January 21, 1944, is ap .. 
proved. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT 
RESOLUTION PRESENTED 

Mrs. CARAWAY, from the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, reported that on Jan
uary 21, 1944, that committee presented 
to the President of the United States the 
following enrolled bills and joint resolu
tion: 

S. 184. An act to provide for the presenta
tion of silver medals to ceri<ain members of 
the Peary Polar Expedition of 1008-9; 

S. 653. An act· for the relief of Johnny New
ton Strickland; 

S. 1090. An act for the relief of John Htmry 
Miller, Jr.; 

S. 1488. An act to authorize the secre
tary of the Interior to convey to Jcse C. 
Romero all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in a certain described tract 
of land within the Carson National Forest 
N. Mex; and 

S. J. Res. 108. Joint resolution making an 
appropriation for contingent expenses of the 
Senate. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT
APPROVAL OF JOINT RESOLUTION 

Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated 
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his 
secretaries, and he announced that the 
President had approved and signed the 
joint resolution (S. J. Res. 108) making 
an appropriation for contingent ex
penses of the Senate. 

FOREIGN SERVICE RETIREMENT AND 
DISABILITY FUND 

The VICE PRESIDEN'.r laid before the 
Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States, which was 
read, and, with the accompanying report, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
I transmit herewith a report by the 

Secretary of State, showing all receipts 
and disbursements on account of refunds, 
allowances, and annuities for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1943, in connection 
with the Foreign Service retirement and 
d!sability system as required by section 
26 (a) of an act for the grading and 
classification of clerks in the Foreign 
Service of the United States of America, 
and providing compensation therefor, 
approved February 23, 1931, as amended. 

FRANKLIN D. RooSEVF;LT. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, January 24, 1944. 

[Enclosure: Report concerning re
tirement and disability fund, Foreign 
Service.] 
PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR SALES AROUND 

MILITARY Q.AMPS-ADVERTISEl\.1:ENT OF 
ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGEs-PETITIONS 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I pre-
sent for appropriate reference pet itions 
of sundry citizens of Springfield and New 
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Carlisle, Ohio, praying for the enactment 
of Senate bill860, to provide for the com
mon defense in relation to the sale of 
alcoholic liquors to the members of the 
land and naval forces of the Untted 
States; Senate bill 569, to prohibit the 
transportation in interstate commerce 
of advertisements of alcoholic bever
ages, and for other purposes, and Senate 
bill 682, to prohibit the paid advertising 
of alcoholic beverages by radio in cer
tain circumstances, and for other pur
poses. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions 
presented by the Senator from Ohio will 
be referred to the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs. 
FEDERAL AID FOR EDUCATION-LETTER 

FROM SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS 
AI~D RESOLUTION OF BOARD OF EDU
CATION, SIMSBURY, CONN. 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that there may be 
inserted in the body of the RECORD and 
appropriately referred a letter which I 
have received from Mr. Henry James, 
superintendent of schools, Simsbury, 
Conn., and a resolution adopted by the 
Simsbury Board of Education disapprov
ing the bill <S. 637) to authorize the ap
propriation of funds to assist the States 
and Territories in more adequately 
financing their systems of public educa
tion during emergency, and in reducing 
the inequalities of educational op.portu
nities through public elementary and 
secondary schools. 

There being no objection, the letter 
and resolution were referred to the Com
mittee on Education and Labor and or
dered to be printed in the REOORD, as 
follows: 

SIMSBURY PUBLIC SCHOOLS, 
Simsbury, Conn., January 20, 1944. 

Senator FRANCIS T. MALONEY, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR MALONEY: I am enclosing 
copy of a resolution passed by the Simsbury 
Board of Education at its last regular meet
ing supporting the stand you took in regard 
to Senate bill 637. 

We are of the opinion that you will prob
ably be swamped with petitions and letters 
from various educational groups in the State 
urging you to vote in favor of the passage 
of this bill. 

Regardless of the action of the Connecticut 
Association of School Superintendents and 
the Connecticut State Teachers Association 
there are still rugged individualists, perhaps 
in a minority, who believe that we should pay 
our own way from local funds and not ex
pect a hand-out from the Federal Govern
ment. 

Respectfully yours, 
HENRY JAMES, 

Superintendent of Schools. 

Whereas the Simsbury Board of Education 
does not approve of Senate bill 637, Federal 
subsidy of education, because it believes-

!. That education is not a Federal function. 
2. That Federal aid for education will de

stroy local self-government in education and 
eventually result in Federal control: Be it 

Resolved, That the action of Senator JoHN 
11. DANAHER and Senator FRANCIS T. MALONEY 
in voting against this bill be endorsed, and 
that they be encouraged further to oppose 
any attempt to h ave this bill passed at this 
session of Congress; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be 
sent to -each respective Senator from Con-

necticut and one copy spread upon the min
utes of the meeting of the Simsbury ' Board 
of Education. 

ORGANIZATION OF THE CONGRESS-EDI
TORIAL FROM WASHINGTON POST 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, I also 
ask unanimous consent that there may 
be inserted in the body of the RECORD, 
and appropriately referred, an editorial 
from the Washington Post of yesterday, 
Sunday, January 23, 1944, entitled "Study 
of Congress." 

I present this article in connection 
with Senate Concurrent Resolution 23, 
which I submitted on November 9, 1943, 
and which was referred to the Senate 
Committee on Rules. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was referred to the Committee on Rules 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

STUDY OF CONGRESS 
Congress has reacted very slowly to the 

efforts to modernize its machinery and 
reorient it in our present system of big 
government. All the outstanding reforms 
suggested by Members and critics of Con
gress are yet to be accomplished. Yet the 
American Political Science Association's Com
mittee on Congress believes that changes 
are on the way. In its third progress report 
the committee points out that modernization 
of Congress is now a topic of widespread dis
cussion. There is ·a growing awareness that 
Congresl) will have to improve its methods 
of operation if it is to remain a great demo· 
cratic legislature in the complicated post-war 
era. "Its ability to play its role successfully," 
as the committee points out, "will depend 
upon its willingness to appraise and modify 
not merely its internal machinery, methods, 
and customs, but the whole question of its 
plac~ in our scheme of government, including 
its relations with the Executive, OJ). the one 
hand, and wit h the people, on the other." 

The committee visualizes Congress declin
ing in public esteem and leadership if it 
attempts to carry its colossal burden of worlc 
without modernizing its machinery. That 
could mean only further shifting of respon
sibility and power to the President. Even 
if Congress goes half way with the reform
ers, it will have a difficult time arresting the 
decline of its powers. Mr. George B. Gallo
way and his fellow explorers in the wilder
ness of congressional custom, tradition, seni
ority, and habit do not want to stop at the 
half-way mark. They are urging Congress 
tJ reappraise the whole problem of a repre
sentative legislature "in an era of wide and 
expanding Federal powers." 

What the experts seem to be saying is that 
Congress will have to modernize its own 
machinery or surrender more of its policy· 
making functions to the bureaucrats. Now, 
that is precisely what Congress wishes to 
avoid. So it should have the greatest pos
sible interest in strengthening its own ability 
to act in the public interest. A few alert 
Members are working persistently toward 
this end, among them Representatives DIRK
SEN, KEFAUVER, and MONRONEY, Senators LA 
FoLLETTE, MALONEY, and others. Some of 
them have proposed admirable specific re
forms, such as a question period in the House 
for the heads of executive departments and 
the development of congressional 1·esearch 
staffs. But by all odds the most hopeful 
measure on this subject is the Maloney
Monroney resolution to create a joint com. 
mittee on ways and means of improving the 
organization and effectiveness of Congress. 

In fairness to itself, we believe, Congress 
should hasten to get this study under way. 
The country cannot ba saved !rom the ex-

tremes of bureaucracy merely by hampering 
the President. Nor ca n it substitute positive 
and constructive policies for the present 
planless muddling on the domestic front 
unless Congress itself is organized to func
tion as a modern, res'ponsible policy-making 
body. We think it is time for Congress to 
take a long and critical look at itself, and 
the best possible beginning would be the 
designation of a handful of its ·most alert 
and forward-looking Members to launch such 
a study. 

CONSUMER FOOD SUBSIDIE~RESOLU

TION BY BELLVIEW GRANGE NO. 1655, 
FREDONIA, KANS. 

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I have 
just received copy of a resolution, 
adopted by Bellview Grange No. 1655, 
Patrons of Husbandry, Fredonia, Kans., 
which I believe is of interest in connec
tion with the legislation to extend the 
life of the Commodity Credit Corpora
tion. I read the resolution, which was 
formally approved January 12, 1944: 

Resolved, That Bellview Grange goes on 
record as being opposed to subsidies and 
special crop parity payments for agricul
ture, but rather is in favor of fair prices which 
will guara11tee cost of production and a fair 
profit for all farm commodities. 

The resolution is certified by W. L. 
Fields, master, and Mrs. Marie Myers, 
secretary, of Bellview Grange. 

I do not intend at this time to enter 
into a discussion of the consumer food 
subsidies; but I should like to say that 
I consider the consumer food subsidy 
program a most dangerous one for the 
Government to adopt. 

In the first place, subsidies lay the 
groundwork for more inflation; they are 
:p.ot a brake against inflation at all. The 
reason is simple, and easily understood. 
Price inflation is caused by an increase 
in spending power going into a market 
where there is no corresponding increase 
in the supply of goods, or where there is 
a lesser supply of goods. The consumer 
food subsidy increases purchasing power; 
it does not increase production of com
modities. 

In the second place, it is thoroughly 
unsound to educate consumers to expect 
the Government to help pay their grocery 
bills, especially at a time when the na
tional income is the highest on record; 
when wages and industrial incomes are 
the highest on record; when the percent
age of the consumer's dollar ' spent for 
food-21 cents on the dollar-is the low
est in recorded history of this country. 
If it is necessary for the Government to 
subsidize the grocery bill under these 
conditions, what will be the situation 
when the national income drops, when 
there is unemployment? Can any ad
ministration drop the food subsidies, once 
they are firmly established? 

In the third place, it is unfair to the 
generation of men and women in the 
armed services to load on them the cost 
of food consumed by war workers at home 
when the war workers are getting the 
highest salaries and wages and net in
comes they ever have received. The idea 
of drafting men to fight for their coun
try, and then creating a situation 
whereby when they come back to civil 
life they will have to help pay the grocery 
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bills of civilian workers-plus interest
io\) thoroughly repugnant to m~. 

In the fourth place, I hate to see this 
coun_try turned into a Nation of Treasury 
subsidy addicts. Subsidies are a habit
forming economic drug, in my judgment. 

Mr. President, I request that the reso
lution be appropriately referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu
tion presented by the Senator from Kan
sas will be referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 
COMPLAINTS OF FARMERS- LETTER 

FROM HENRY FIELD 

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD and appropriately referred, 
a letter I have just received from Henry 
]field, of Shenandoah, Iowa, where he 
operates radio station KFNF and several 
other concerns. 

Mr. Field is in as close touch with the 
farmers of the Corn Belt as anyone I 
know. He writes me what they are tell
ing him, and I believe it is worth the 
while of every Senator to read his inter
esting· and informative letter. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was referred to the Committee . on the 
Judiciary and ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

SHENANDOAH, IOWA, Jan'Uary 18, 1944. 
Senator ARTHUR CAPPER, 

Senate Office B'Uilding, Washington, D. C. 
FRIEND CAPPER: At ' my desk here in the 

seedhouse I meet lltetally hundreds of farm 
men and women every day. and lots of them 
sit down at my desk and tell their troubles. 
I seem to be a very popular "wailing wall" 
for the farm folks. 

I think it would interest you to know just 
what their particular troubles are a-t this 
time. I know that unasked advice is worth 
just about what it costs, which is nothing 
at all, but I am going to take a chance on 
it and stick my neck out by offering a little 
free advice. . 

They seem to have two outstanding 
troubles just now. I don't know whether 
you would call them particularly troubles, 
but anyway things they are inclined to do a 
lot of grumbling about, and things that they 
wish you, or some other smart man, would 
fix up. 

First and foremost is the strike situa-tion. 
They are intensely bitter about strikes. I 
don't think I have ever seen them as bitter 
about anything as they are about indus~rial 
~trikes rigl_>.t now. They have been working 
loflg hours in all kinds of weather, often 
as much as 14 or 16 hours a day, and 
that includes everybody on the place from 
10-year-olds to 80-year-olds with no chance 
to get help from the outside, or if they do 
get help it's a pretty poor class of help, 
something that the industrial centers won't 
have at any price. T~ey get no 40-hour 
week, nor any time-and-a-half overtime, 
nor double time for Sunday, and then to hear 
about these strikes in the industrial centers, 
it makes them see red, or some other danger
ous color, and they are going to go all out 
for anybody who will show some signs of 
cracking down on that situation and will 
have the nerve to go ahead with it. 

Their other main trouble is this terribly 
complicated income-tax form, which they 
have just received within the last few days. 
I don't see how they are ever goipg to get 
t.t filled out correctly. They are perfectly 
willing to pay an income tax, and they would 
do it cheerfully if there was some more simple 
and clear way to figure it out. To try and 
figu re out one of these _present ta-x forms is 
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enough to drive a man crazy, and it's going 
to be a very real and increasing source of 
irritation and resentment. They are going 
to blame it mostly on Congress, too. I real
ize, of course, that the Treasury Department 
and a lot of other people are mixed up in 
it, but they blame it mostly on the Congress, 
and it's you fellows who are going to catch 
the seven kinds of hell they are going to 
give you about it. There are several other 
sore spots, but these two are the real urgent 
ones right now. 

The egg price situation and the hog situ
ation are getting worse aU the time, and are 
liable to move up along with these two be
fore the next 2 months are over, but that's 
another story. 
. Now. I don't suppose that anything can 

be done about these troubles, but I just 
thought I would tell you about them. -

Yours truly, 
HENRY FIELD. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED 

Bills and a joint resolution were intro
duced, read the first time, and, by unan
imous consent, the second time, and re
ferred as follows: 

(Mr. BREWSTER -introduced Senate bill 
1662, which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and appears under a 
separate heading.) 

By Mr. McCARRAN: 
S. 1663. A bill to amend the Civil Service 

RetiJ:ement Act of May 29, 1930, with respect 
to the credit to . be allowed for military or 
naval service performed after September 16, 
1940, and prior to the end of 6 months after 
the termination of hostilities in the present 
war; to the Committee on Civil Service. 

By Mr. DOWNEY: 
S. J_ Res. 111 (by request). Joint resolu

tion to authorize the equitable adjustment 
of the wages and salaries of employees of the 
United States; to the Committee on Civil 
ServiCe 

DEFERMENT OF REGISTRANTS ENGAGED 
IN TIMBER OR PULPWOOD LOGGING 
OPERATIONS 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, I in
troduce for appropriate reference a bill 
to amend the Selective Training and 
Service Act of 1940, as amended, to defer 
registrants engaged in timber or pulp
wood logging operations, and I ask 
unanimous consent that a brief state
ment relating to the bill may be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (S. 1662) to amend the Selec
tive Training and Service Act of 1940, as 
amended, to defer registrants engaged 
in timber or pulpwood logging opera
tions was read twice by its title and re
ferred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The statement presented _by Mr. 
BREWSTER in connection with the bill is 
as follows: 

CRITICAL SHORTAGE OF PULP AND PAPER 
PRODUCTS IMMINENT 

From available information there · is every 
indication that before the end of 1944 the 
country will be faced with a paper and pa
perboard shortage which will be catastrophic. 
Sixty percent of the paper and paperboard 
manufactured in this country has wood pulp 
as its principal fibrous constituent. Wood 
pulp is manufactured from pulpwood, and 
the principal difficulty confronting the pulp
wood consuming industries is the shortage of 
manpower in the woods which has resulted 

from the induction of trained woodsmen into 
the armed forces and the diversion of woods 
workers into various important industries, 
such as shipbuilding, airplane construction, 
and other similar industries. 

During the year 1943 pulpwood inventories 
in the hands of consuming mills were de
creased by approximately 25 percent and are 
now at a dangerously low level. Pulpwood 
received by the mills during 1943 was some 
2,400,000 cords or 15 percent below the quan
tity received in 1942. More important, how
ever, is the fact that according to reliable 
information available to me the pulpwood 
cut during 1943, which will comprise the 
bulk of the wood delivered during 1944, was 
some 30 percent below the quantity cut in 
1942. 

The situation varies between regions but 
is serious in all. - In the Paci:ilc Northwest 
several of the large market pulp m'illS which 
produce over 50 percent of the wood pulp 
available to the United States market have 
been down for many months. In the south
ern region, which is the center of the great 
kraft paper and board industry, many mills 
were forced to operate during the summer of 
1943 at low operating ratios due to the short
age of wood, and in the Northeast and Lake 
States regions, where current wood opera
tions are respectively 32 percent and 25 per
cent below operations in 19~2. many mills are 
operating only part time. All of this adds 
up to a greatly reduced production of wood 
pulp at a time when Government, military, 
and essential -civilian requirements for paper 
are at or near the highest level in the history 
of this country. 

In an effort to conserve the use of wood · 
pulp and pulpwood, practically an users of 
paper are subject to use limitation orders 
issued by the War Production Board. News
papers, magazines, and other paP,ers have 
been cut back in their use approximately 25 
percent and this, if continued, constituteS a 
serious threat to our American free press. 
Over-the-counter items such as toilet tissues, 
paper towels, napkins, and similar sanitary 
grades of paper are in an increasingly tight 
situation. The consumption of wrapping 
paper, bags, and other mechanical papers has 
already been drastically reduced and further 
reductions are in prospect. A conservation 
program directed at Government, military, 
and industrial and household consumption of 
paper has been launched on a Nation-wide 
scale, but the saving in wood pulp accom
plished through this measure will offer no 
adequate solution to this problem. 

Every effort has been made to alleviate the 
manpower shortage in the woods by the use 
of prisoners of war, by the utilization of 
farmer-operated pulpwood and by other ex
pedients. These measures have been only 
moderately _successful, and it appears to be 
essential that Congress enact legislation and 
that the War Manpower Commission and the 
Selective Service System promptly issue ap
propriate regulations which will result in 
returning manpower to the woods. 

CONTINUATION OF COMMODITY CREDIT 
CORPORATION-AMENDMENT 

Mr. BUTLER submit-ted an amend
ment intended to be proposed by him to 
the bill (H. R. 3477) to continue the Com
modity Credit Corporation as an agency 
of the United States, to revise the basis 
of annual appraisal of its assets, and for 
other purposes, which was ordered to lie 
on the table and to be printed. 
WARTIME METHOD OF VOTING BY MEM-

BERS OF THE ARMED FORCE8-AMEND
l'viEN'TS 

Mr. OVERTON submitted three 
amendments, and Mr. EASTLAND (for 
himself, Mr. McKELLAR, Mr. McCLELLAN, 
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Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. 0VER'rON, 
Mr. BYRD, and Mr. BAILEY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
the bill <S. 1612) to amend the act of 
September 16, 1942, which provided · a 
method of voting, in time of war, by 
members of the land and naval forces 
absent from the place of their residence, 
and for other purposes, which were sev
erally ordered to lie on the table and to 
be printed. 
CONTINUATION ·oF AUTHORITY FOR 

GENERAL SURVEY OF INDIAN CONDI
TIONS 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma submitted 
the following resolution (S. Res. 243), 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs: 

Resolved, That Senate Resolution 79, agreed 
to February 2, 1928, and continued by sub
sequent resolutions, authorizing the Com
mittee on Indian Affairs, or any subcommit
tee thereof, to make a general survey of the 
condition of the Indians in the United States, 
hereby is continued in full force and effect 
during the Seventy-ninth Congress. 

CONTINUATION OF SENATE SPECIAL SIL-
VER COMMITI'EE-GOLD AND SILVER 
PRODUCTION 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma submitted 
the following resolution <S. Res. 244), 
which was referred to the Committee on 
_Banking and Currency: 

Resolved, That Senate Resolution 187, 
agreed to August 16, 1935, as amended by 
motion on January 16, 1939, increasing the 
membership of the committee to nine Sena
tors instead of five, and as further amended 
by lilenate Resolution 261, agreed to June 29, 
1942, authorizing a special committee of 
nlne Senators, to confer with the Secretary 
of the Treasury relative to the administra
tion, and the economic and commercial effect 
in the United States and abroad, of the Silver 
Purchase Act of 1934 ( 48 Stat. 1178), and to 
make a full and complete investigation with 
respect to the production, or the lack of pro
duction, of gold ·and sliver in the United 
States and its Territories, etc., hereby is 
continued in full force and effect during the 
Seventy-ninth Congress. 
14BOONDOGGLING, CHAPTER 2"-EDITO

RIAL FROM THE OMAHA WORLD
HERALD 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I have 
in my hand an editorial entitled "Boon
doggling, Chapter 2," from the Omaha 
<Nebr.) World-Herald of January 21, 

1944. The basis of the editorial was, of 
course, the speech of the senior Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. BuTLER], which he 
delivered in the Senate Chamber a few 
days ago. I should like to have the edi
torial printed in the body of the RECORD. 

BOONDOG?LING, CHAPTER 2 

To substantiate his earlier charges of boon
doggling by the United States in South and 
Central America, Senator BuTLER has pre
sented to the Senate an auditor's report by 
James A. Councilor & Co., certified public ac
countants of Washingon, D. C. 

The report does not pretend to be complete 
because, as the Senator says, "the sums of 
public money for which no public accounting 
is made are too vast. The technique of con
cealment is ·too well developed." But it does 
show that the expenditures, obligations, com
mitments, encumbrances, authorizations, 
loans, and extensions of credit by the United 
States for the years 1942, 1943, and 1944 have 

now reached a total of at least $5,733,933,534-
without including the Canal Zone, Puerto 
Rico, the Virgin Islands, or any other Terri
tory of the United States. 

The total is mighty close to the round sum 
of $6,000,000,000 first mentioned by the Sen
ator, which administration spokesmen 
branded as 95 percent inaccurate. 

No one would be so foolish as to intimate 
that all of the six billions, more or less, was 
wasted. Considerable sums were spent for 
military installations and other legitimate 
war purpose. But some of the items listed 
fill the reader with wonder. For example, 
tiiese: 

The $778,982,997 advanced by the Export
Import Banlt for various items, including 
financing handicraft projects and hat-manu
facturing aid. 

The $75,000 put up for an experimental 
station in Ecuador, including recreational 
facilities, tennis courts, and swimming pool. 

The $28,200 for the Mexican fishery ~ission. 
The $12,500 to record folk music in other 

American republics. 
The $10,900 to survey collections of Latin

American music and preparation of bibli
ographies. 

The $29,000 for a guide to official publica
tions of Latin America. 

The $39,993 for preparation of a hand
book of the South American Indians. 

Not to mention the $100,000 for a conven
tion for the promotion of inter-American 
cultural relations. 

And ever so many more. 
A goOd-neighbor policy? Maybe it is. But 

perhaps ordinary, hard-working citizens may 
be pardoned if they ask if this is the sort of 
thing President Roosevelt has in mind when 
he advocates a New Deal for the whole, wide 
world. 

OUR DIPLOMATIC ARM-EDITORIAL 
PROM WASHINGTON POST 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, under 
date of January 22, there appeare<J in 
the Washington Post a very interesting 
editorial entitled "Our Diplomatic Arm." 
While I am not in agreement with some 
of the criticism contained in the edi
torial and directed toward the reorgani
zation of the State Department, yet 
there are some challenging and thought
provoking statements in the editorial, 
and I ask unanimous consent that it be 
printed in the body of the RECORD. 

There being no objectiop, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

OUR DIPLOMATIC ARM 

Questions which are left in the wake of 
the Pravda article wm not down. They have 
to do as much with American as with Rus
sian policy. After the Moscow and Teheran 
Conferences the American public were given 
the impression that no misunderstandings 
on war or peace policy were left among the 
Allies. On this score the returning con
ferees filled the country with exhilarating 
confidence. The Allies "agreed on every 
point concerned with the launching of a 
gigantic attack on Germany" and with the 
treatment of Germany. They likewise agreed 
on the basic principles governing· the peace. 
Without a doubt, Pravda has overclouded 
both claims. With a jolt the public now 
realizes that the basic principle of any rela
tions has been endangered, namely, faith. 
At any rate, within leps than a month of 
the conclusion of the Teheran parley the re
lations between Britain and America <Jn the 
one hand and the Soviet Union on the other 
have become confused. 

What seems to have happened at Teheran 
is that Britain and America listened to Mar-

shal Stalin's reiteration that the carving of 
his western frontier was not susceptible of 
discussion. The settlement was to be bilat
eral between Russia and the country con
cerned. We were left with the choice either 
of accepting or rejecting this stand. Evi
dently we did neither, but heard out the 
man in the Kremlin, who doubtless thought 
the issue had been disposed of. The issue, 
however, came up almost before the con
ferees had gotten home. And Moscow saw 
the Polish · Government in exile talking it 
over with the British. It found itself put on 
the spot by the possibility of a public proffer 
of good offices from both Britain and Amer
ica. We would venture the guess that Stalin 
imagined that at Teheran he had excluded 
such third-party intermeddling. The guess 
is also justifiable that we came back from 
Teheran with the same hope with which we 
went there, instead of translating it into a 
policy, say, local settlement. 

Thus the confusion is all around. The 
moral is that we must iron out a policy on 
the specific problems in our foreign affairs as 
they are now envisaged. Otherwise the 
existing confusion will be dangerously com
pounded. We could ourselves think up Mr. 
Hull's 30 or' 40 pr9blems which he, but no
body else, has remitted for post-war con
sideration. For instance, the attit\1-de of 
the Soviet Union over its western frontiers 
is likely to be repeated over its eastern 
frontiers. We must at least be prepared 
for that contingency. If we are any judge, 
Manchuria may become a problem child 
among the big powers, as Poland now is. 
From the standpoint of individual security 
Moscow has just as much reason to roll back 
the far eastern map as to roll back the 
eastern European map. It · is all very well 
to entertain a hope that maybe Russia will 
consider future problems in terms of col
lective security. We must be prepared to 
consider what shall be done if she doesn't, 
and to argue our case into a common policy 
when the time comes for discussion. In 
other words, an American policy must be 
developed on the whole subject of the Rus
sian frontier, among other subjects. 

This brings us to the problem of the 
reorganization of our diplomatic machinery 
to cope with our constipation in respect to 
policy. A new world is being created de 
novo. One of the chief artificers is the 
United States. And this titanic task requires 
new staff work-just as the military effort 
required new staff work. It was fantastic to 
think that we could win the war with our 
peacetime General Staff: What has hap
pened in this respect is a vast recruitment 
of expert personnel in the armed services and 
in the Office of Strategic Services topped by 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff Committee. That 
reorganization is helping us win the war. 
It was imaginatively and audaciously con
ceived. And Congress backed it with ample 
funds. The same metamorphosis on our dip
lomatic front is required in connection with 
the problem of winning the peace. What 
happened last week end at the State Depart
ment, however, was reorganization by way 
of phony finagling. The furniture inside 
was shifted around, and post-war advisory 
committees were set up in public though 
they had already been established in private. 

The sequence of all good staff work, as we 
have found in military matters, 1s intelli
gence planning operatiqns. Intelligence is 
an internal function. But there is no sign 
in the present plan that the State Depart
merit has gone outside its present ranks for 
the recruitment of experts, as the military 
have done. Planning may or may not be the 
function of the new advisory committees. 
We are in some doubt about this. The 
word "advisory" reminds us of the deco
rati-on in nomenclature that adorns the let
ter · paper of eleemosynary institutions. 
Planning, not advisory, committees are what 
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we ourselves h ad suggested in our various 
pleas for reorganization. And the planners 
should be thoroughly representative of the 
country's best brain power, of course, but 
also of the legislative as well as the execu
tive branch. After all, this new world we are 
called upon to build will one day have to be 
underwritten in the Senate. As Senator 
WrLEY, with whose ideas on this subject we 
have often expressed agreement, has said, 
the Senate is lacking at present a liaison in 
information, let alone in planning. Op~ra
tions, of course, can be guided by our ex
perienced Foreign Service officers. Little ex
pansion is needed in operations, though 
there should be more recognition of the new 
t:ealities of diplomacy. The rapidity of mod
ern communications is enabling governments 
more and more to bypass the diplomatists in 
the field. Thus the need for operational 
strength has shifted from the periphery to 
the center. 

The urgency of a real reshuffle in the diplo
matiq arm in this dynamic world is acknowl
edged even in traditional Britain. There the 
liveliest discussion is going on around a 
proposal to set up a ministry of foreign pol
icy, with separate departments for the day
to-day conduct of diplomacy, for overseas 
trade, for information. Each of these de
partments would be as big as the old For
eign Office. There is nothing phoney about 
the proposals which the British are now dis
cussing. Theirs are new, thoroughgoing, up 
to date. On the contrary, our country seems 
to be content with puttering wlth the same 
pattern. That is what the reorganization 
plan amounts to. It shows that the State 
Department is still tied to a dead-and-gone 
world in which even the submission of its 
own too small budget is regarded as slightly 
humiliating. 

The subject is important enough to warrant 
the President in appointing a commission to 
study it and make recommendations, in
stead of letting it be handled by Foreign 
Service officers passing around fancy charts. 
How urgent is the need for the moderniz
ing, strengthening, and rationalizing of our 
diplomatic arm is highlighted by the present 
crisis in eastern Europe. The people know 

_nothing about our policy in the matter. They 
have had fine words, and these are now 
sounding hollow as they collide with harsh 
realities. We sllall find wisdom if we begin 
with realities both in the formulation of 
policy and in the means of prosecuting it. 

HIGH FINANCE-EDITORIAL FROM THE 
WASHINGTON POST 

[Mr. McKELLAR asked and obtained 
leave to have printed in the RECORD an edi
torial entitled "High Finance," published in 
the Washington Post of January 22, 1944, 
which appears in the Appendix.) 

VOTES FOR SOLDIERS 
[Mr. LUCAS asked and obtained leave to 

have printed in the RECORD several editorials 
relating to votes for soldiers, which appear in 
the Appendi~ . ] 

AN INTERNATIONAL OFFICE FOR EDUCA
TION-ARTICLE BY GEORGE JOHNSON 
[Mr. HATCH asked and obtained leave 

to have printed in the RECORD an article 
entitled "An International Office For Edu
cation," by George Johnson, which appears 
in the Appendix.) 

NEW SLOGAN, NEW NAME-LETTER 
FROM ALVIN C. DICKOVER 

[Mr. HOLMAN asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD a letter from 
Alvin C. Dickover, published in the Portland 
(Oreg.) Journal of January 14, 1944, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 

A ROAST IN EVERY POT-EDITORIAL 
FROM THE( PORTLAND OREGONIAN 

[Mr. HOLMAN asked .and obtained .leave to 
have printed iu the RECORD an editorial en-

titled "A Roast in Every Pot," from the 
Portland Oregonian of January 19, 1944, 
which appears in the Appen?ix.] 

THE ACOUSTICS OF THE SEJ'.JATE 
CHAMBER 

[Mr. TUNNELL asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD a communi
cation from a Washington resident dealing 
with the acoustics of the Senate Chamber, 
published in a recent issue of the Washing
ton Star, which appears in the Appendix.] 

THE GOOD-NEIGHBOR FOLICY IN LATIN 
AMERICA- ARTICLE BY FRANK C. 
WALDROP -

[Mr. WILI"IS asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an article en
titled "Snagged By the Record," writeen by 
Frank C. Waldrop, and. published in the 
Washington Times-Herald of January 21, 
1944, which appears in the Appendix.] 

THINGS TO BE AVOIDED-LETTER FROM 
HERBERT WRIGHT TO THE NEW YORK 
TIMES 
[Mr. DANAHER asked and obtained leave 

to have printed in the RECORD a letter en
titled "Things to Be Avoided," written by 
Herbert Wright and published in the New 

. York Times of January 23, 1944, which ap
pears in the Appendix.] 

piE CALENDAR 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Morning 
business is concluded. · 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the calling of 

, the calendar be dispensed with. 
Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I object. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 

made by the Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. BARKLEY. If the calendar is to 

be called, Mr. President, I ask unan
imous consent that the call begin where 
we left off previously, which would be 
Calendar No. 585, at the top of page 7, of 
the calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection to the request of the Senator from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. TAFT. Yes, Mr. President; I ob
ject. It seems to me that at the begin
ning of the session we ought to go back 
and call the entire calendar. 

Mr. President, I d0 not want to be 
captious, but the rules of the Senate pro
vide that the calendar should be called 
every Monday. It seems appropriate 
that it should be called every Monday, 
instead of being called at times when 
many of the Senators do not know that 
it is to be called. There are some im
portant measpres on the calendar which 
have been there since December, which I 
think should be considered, and I believe 
it would be agreeable to all concerned 
that they be considered. So I object. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ap
preciate the ·enthusiasm of the Senator 
from Ohio with respect to the calling of 
the calendar on Monday. The Senator 
has been a Member of this body for near
ly 6 years, and I do not recall that he has 
ever heretofore objected to dispensing 
with the call of the calendar. I thor
oughly understand the object of the Sen
ator's objection. It is not his interest 
particula.rly in the calendar, but it is a 
desire to postpone or to bring about a 
parliamentary situation whereby the mo
tion to take .UP the soldiers' voting bill 
may be postponed. I think the RECORD 
ought to show that this is the first time 

the Senator from Ohio has ever objected 
to dispensing with the call of the calen
dar, and that he is doing it at this time 
in order to avoid a motion being made 
during the 2-hour morning period to 
proceed with the consideration of the 
soldiers' voting bill. 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 

will call the first bill on the calendar. 
Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, of course 

the rules of the Senate provide for the 
calling of the calendar. It does not seem 
to me that any Senator needs any excuse 
for asking that it be called. Certainly 
one of my purposes is to make the motion 
to talce up the soldiers' bill debatable, 
which I think is a worthy purpose, be
cause when the Senate has passed one 
bill on the same subject, and the subject 
is presented again; certainly the question 
whether we shall take up the time of the 
Senate again with the same subject 
should be debated. I see no reason for 
believing that the calling of the calendar 
will not be concluded before 2 o'clock 
so that the motion will not be debatable 
after it is concluded, but neither do I see 
any reason to set aside the regular pro
cedure of the Senate provided in the rules 
in order to make the motion not debat
able. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator is within 
his rights in objecting to the request I 
made. I simply wish the RECORD to 
show why the Senator has objected, and 
I assume from the Senator's remarks 
that he intends to oppose a motion to 
take up the bill even if it is made before 
2 o'clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will 
call the first bill on the calendar. 

BILLS AND OTHER MEASURES PASSED 
OVER 

The bill (S. 40) to provide that the term 
of the Governor of Puerto Rico shall ex
pire upon the enactment of this act and 
at the end of each 2-year period there
after, was announced as first in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <S. <103) for the relief of cer

tain claimants who suffered losses and 
sustained damages as a result of the 
campaign carried out by the Federal 
Government for the eradication of the 
Mediterranean fruitfly in the State of 
Florida, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <S. 675) to amend the Selective 

Training and Service Act of 1940, as 
amended, so as to extend the benefits 
of the Employees' Compensation Act, to 
conscientious objectors, was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The joint .resolution <S. J. Res. 19) to 

amend the act of July 3, 1926, entitled 
"An act conferring jurisdiction upon the 
C011rt of Claims to hear, examine, ad
jud1cate, and render judgment in claims, 
which the Crow Tribe of Indians may 
have against the United States, and for 
other purposes," was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint 
resolution will be passed over. 

The bill <S. 168) conferring jurisdic
tion upon the Court of Claims to hear, 
examine, adjudicate, and render judg
ment in any and all claims which the 
Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes 
of Indians of the Flathead Reservation 
in Montana, or any tribe or band thereof, 
may have against the United States, was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (S. 409) authorizing the Arap

ahoe and Cheyenne Indians or any 
band thereof to submit their claims 
against the United States to the Court of 
Claims, and for other purposes, was an
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (S. 670) conferring jurisdic

tion upon the ·court of Claims to hear 
and determine the claims of the Pr-airie 
Band or Tribe of Pottawatomie Indians 
oi Kansas and Wisconsin against the 
United States, was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (S. 445) authorizing an ap

propriation for payment to the Osage 
Tribe of Indians on account of their 
lands sold by the United States was an
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will · 

be passed over. 
The bill (S. 23) authorizing the west

ern bands of the Shoshone Nation of In
dians· to sue in the Court of Claims, was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 205) conferring juris

diction upon the District Court of the 
United States for the Southern District 
of Florida, to hear and render judgment 
upon claims for damages resulting in the 
improvement of the Intracoastal Water
way, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (S. 875) to provide for the 

preparation of high school stuctents for 
wartime service, was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY and Mr. TAFT. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 26), 

authorizing the President to proclaim the 
Sunday before Memorial Day as a day for 
mem9rial services for deceased firemen, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint 

resolution will be passed.over. 
The bill (S. 249) providing for taxa

tion by the States and their political sub
divisions of certain real property ac
quired for military purposes, was an
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be passed over. 

The bill €S. 1106) to prohibit the al
lowance of credit in computation of 
lump-sum payments to Air Corps Re
serve officers, was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 25) 

proposing an amendment to the Consti
tution of the United States granting 
equal rights to men and women, was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint 

resolution will be passed over. 
, The bill (S. 1120) to amend an act 

entitled "An act to provide for the post
humous appointment to commissioned or 
noncommissioned grade of certain en
listed men and the posthumous promo
tion of certain commissioned officers and 
enlisted men," approved July 28, 1942, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (S. 1088) to amend the Agri

cultural Act of 1938, as amended with 
respect to the sale of cotton held by or 
on behalf of the United States, was an
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Tl).e bill will 

be passed over. 
The joint resolution <H. J. Res. 108) 

commemorating May 15, 1943, as the 
anniversary of the inauguration of air
mail service, was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. ~ Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint 

resolution will be passed over. 
The bill (S. 1046) to repeal section 2 of 

the act entitled "An act for the preserva
tion of American antiquities," approved 
June 8, 1906; was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (S. 683) to provide for the 

recognition of the services of the civilian 
officials and employees, citizens of the 
United States engaged in and about the 
construction of the Panama Canal, was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. BYRD. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (S. 1257) authorizing wartime 

construction and operation and mainte
nance of reclamation projects, was an
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (8. 1272) to amend section 313 

of the Federal Corrupt Practices Act, 
1925, as amended, for the purposes of 
making the provisions of such section 
prohibiting political contributions apply 
equally to labor organizations and man
agement organizations, was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The .bill will 

be passed over. 

The joint resolution <S. J. Res. 54) au
thorizing the President of the United 
States of America to proclaim October 
11, 1943, General Pulaski's Memorial Day 
for the observance and commemoration 
of the death of Brig. Gen. Casimir Pu
laski, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint 

resolution will be pass~d over. 
The joint resolution <S. J. Res. 82) to 

create .the War Shipping Field Service 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint res

olution will be passed over. 
The bill (S. 865) suspending for the 

duration of the war the limitations upon 
the compensation of certain retired per
sonnel employed by the Government was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <H. R. 7) making unlawful 

the requirement for the payment of a 
poll tax as a prerequisite t() voting in a 
primary or other elections for national 
offices was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY and Mr. RUSSELL. 
Over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be passed over. 

The resolution (S. Res. 195) requesting 
an investigation concerning Government 
property and materials no longer needed 
for war purposes was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu

tion will be passed over. 
The bill <S. 1323) for the relief of Mrs. 

Marg.aret M. Ross was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <H. R. 1388) to authorize the 

acceptance of donations of land for the 
construction of a scenic parkway to pro
vide an appropriate view of the Great 
Smoky Mountains National Park was an
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 3428) to amend sec

tions 6, 7, and 8 of the act entitled "An 
act to provide for the leasing of coal 
lands in the Territory of Alaska" was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (S. 1232) to provide equitable 

compensation for useful suggestions or 
inventions by personnel of the Depart
ment of the Interior was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. BARKI$Y. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (S. 866) to fix the compensa

tion of registers of the district land of
ftces in accordance with the Classifica
tion Act of 1923, as amended, was an
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <S. 1335) to amend the act 

entitled "An act to promote the mining 
of coal, phosphate, oil, oil shale, gas, and 
sodium on the public domain, as amend
ed," was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <S. 1418) to provide for the 

adjustment of maximum prices on milk, 
and for other purposes, was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ,The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (S. 1326) for the relief of 

Charles A. Straka, was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (S. 1399) for the relief of 

Frank Knowles, was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <H. R. 3189) for the relief of 

Thomas Lewis, was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <H. R. 550) for the relief of 

Mrs. Renzie Graham, was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <S. 616) for the relief of Mrs. 

Mary Vullo, was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (S. 1433) for the relief of 

Clarence A. Giddens was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

• be passed over. 
The bill (S. 1484) for the relief of 

Walter Eug~ne Hayes was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. HILL. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (S. 1112) for the relief of 

Taylor W. Tonge was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <H. R. 2340) for the relief of 

. the Postal Telegraph-Cable Co. was an
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 3076) for the relief of 

the legal guardian of Arthur J. Martin, 
Jr., a minor, was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 

The bill (H. R. 1311) for the relief of 
Dan Crotts was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 480) for the relief of 

Francesco P. Mastrilli was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <H. R. 2131) for the relief of 

Henry Angell was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <S. 556) for the relief of Pedro 

Jose Arrecoechea was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. . 
The bill (H. R. 850) for the relief of 

George M. Louie was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over.-
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. · 
The bill <H. R. 1467) to record the 

lawful admission to the United States 
for permanent residence of Rev. Julius 
Paal was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <S. 429) authorizing the Presi

dent of the United States to award post
humously in the name of Congress a 
medal of horior to William Mitchell was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. · 
The bill <S. 1340) to establish a sani

tary code governing the operation of 
restaurants in the District of Columbia 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 2697) to provide for the 

disposal of materials or resources on the 
public lands of the United States which 
are under the exclusive jurisdiction of 
the Secretary of the Interior was an
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

. be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 324) to place postmas

ters at fourth-class post offices on an 
annual salary basis and fix their rate of 
pay and provide allowances for rent, fuel, 
light, and equipment, and fix the rates 
thereof, was announced as next in order . 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 2836) to grant increases 

in compensation to substitute employees 
in the Postal Service, and for other pur-1 

poses, was announced as next in order. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE ,PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <S. 1546) to amend an act 

relating to the incorporation of Provi-

dence Hospital, Washington, D. C., ap
proved April 8, 1864, was announced as 
next in order. 
~r. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (S. 1554) to amend the act 

entitled "An act to change the name of 
Conduit Road in the District of Colum
bia," approved March 4, 1942, was an
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 2199) to amend an act 

entitled "An act in relation to taxes and 
tax sales in the District of Columbia," 
approved February 28, 1898, as amended, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY . . Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill wil1 

be passed over. 
The bill <S. 1579) to amend the act en

titled, "An act relative to restrictions 
applicable to Indians of the Five Civi
lized Tribes in Oklahoma," approved, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <S. 1421) making certain regu-

. lations with reference to fertilizers and 
nursery stock or seeds that may be dis
tributed by agencies of the United States 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. , 
The bill <S. 1102) for the relief of 

Helene Murphy was announced as next 
in order. 
· Mr. BARKLEY. · Over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be passed over. 

The bill (H. R. 3261) to amend the act 
of April 29, 1943, to authorize the return 
to private ownership of Great Lakes ves
sels of 1,000 gross tons or less, and for 
other purposes, was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 78) to 

provide cash awards to personnel of the 
Maritime Commission and the War Ship
ping Administration for useful· sugges
tions to improve administration of their 
activities was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint 
resolution will be passed over. 

The bill (S. 1029) to provide for regula
tion of certain insurance rates in the 
District of Columbia and for other pur
poses was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (S. 1028) to amend the Fire 

and Casualty· Act of the District of Co
lumbia, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <S. 1428) to amend the provi

sions of the act authorizing payment of 
6 months' death gratuity to widow, child, 
or dependent relative of officers, enlisted 



598 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE JANUARY 24 

men, or nurses of the Navy or Marine 
Corps, and for other purposes, was an
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <S. 1517) for the relief of Staff 

Sgt. Marion Johnson, United States Ma
rine Corps, and Sgt. George B. Kress, 
United States Marine Corps Reserve, was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (S. 1542) to provide for reim

bursement of certain Navy personnel and 
former Navy personnel for personal 
property lost or damaged as the result of 
a fire at Davisville, R.I., was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <S. 1589) for the relief of 

C. Guy Evans, Garland Mineral Springs, 
Index, Wash., was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. -
The bill (H. R. 2976) to grant military 

rank to certain members of the Navy 
Nurse Corps was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <H. R. 3605) to provide for re

imbursement of certain Navy personnel 
and former Navy personnel for property 
lost on Long Island, Alaska, was an
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The .VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 3606) to provide for 

the reimbursement of certain Navy and 
former Navy personnel, for personal 
property lost at the Norfolk Navy Yard, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will · 

be passed over. 
The bill <H. R. 3607) to provide for 

reimbursement of certain Navy and 
former Navy personnel for property lost 
at Camp Bradford, Va., was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <H. R. 3760) authorizing the 

President to present in the name of 
Congress, a Distinguished Service Medal 
to Lt. Gen. Thomas Holcomb, United 
States Marine Corps, was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. r 

The bill (H. R. 149) to fix a reasonable 
definition and standard of identity of 
certain dry milk solids )was announced 
as next in order. . 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. l'he bill will 

be passed over. 

RELIEF OF STARVING PEOPLES OF 
EUROPE 

The resolution (S. Res. 100) favoring 
action looking to relief for starving peo
ples of Europe was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President
Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, Senate 

Resolution 100, which has been reported 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
provides for a ·request of the Secretary 
of State to take up with the British Gov
ernment and other governments the 
question of providing food for the chil
dren in occupied democracies. In par
ticular, the resolution mentions Bel
gium, Norway, Poland, the Netherlands, 
Greece, Yugoslavia, Czechoslovakia, and 
other countries. When the time comes 
I desire to have the resolution.amended 
by having occupied France included 
among the countries to which the reso
lution would apply. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. TAFT. I a.m sorry, but at present 
I cannot yield. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I merely wish to 
inquire what resolution the Senator has 
been discussing. Is it Senate Resolution 
100? 

Mr. TAFT. Yes; Senate Resolution 
100. 

Mr. President, the testimony showed 
clearly that the children in these coun
tries have been receiving only from one
third to one-half--

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
Senator from Ohio desire to make a 
motion that the Senate consider the reso
lution despite the objection of the Sena
tor from Kentucky? 

Mr. TAFT. I did not hear any objec
tion. The Senator did not rise from his 
seat, and, so far as I know, no objection 
was made to consideration of the 
resolution. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I fol
lowed the custom of the Senator from 
Ohio by objecting from my seat. But if 
the Senator desires to have the formali
ties observed, I will--

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I think I 
have the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
has the floor. Objection has been made 
to the present consideration of the reso
lution. If the Senator wishes to proceed, 
the proper order is for the Senator to 
make a motion to have the Senate con
sider the resolution. 

Mr. TAFT. No; Mr. President, I raise 
the parliamentary question of whether 
objection was made. I heard someone 
say "Over." No Senator rose from 
his seat, and, so far as I know, I did not 
know that any official objection had-been 
made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
heard the objection. 

Mr. TAFI'. Then, the resolution will 
go over. 

Mr. President, I think the RECORD 
might show that the Senator from Ken
tucky, in order that the question of the 
Senate considering the soldiers' voting 
bill may not be debated by the Senate, is 

objecting to the consideration of meas
ures of obvious merit. FQr instance, he 
has objected to consideration of a meas
ure providing for posthumous award of a 
Medal of Honor to Billy Mitchell; he has 
objected to measures the merit of which 
is without doubt, to which there is no real 
objection in the Senate-all for the par
liamentary purpose of shutting off debate 
in the Senate of the United States on the 
question of whether, once having dis
posed of a measure which was debated 
before the Senate for 10 days, the Senate 
shall again consider it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, all the 
measures to which the Senator from 
Ohio has referred can be taken up dur
ing the debate on the bill to which he 
has referred, that is to say, tpe soldiers' 
voting bill. I did object to the present 
consideration of Senate Resolution 100, 
for the same reason that I objected to 
having other measures taken up now in 
order to consume time so that the Sen
ator from Ohio might debate intermi
nably the question whether the Senate 
would take up a bill which would grant 
to the soldiers and sailors of the United 
States the right to vote. 

I had assured the authors of the reso
ltJ.tion that at an early date, and when
ever practicable, it would be my purpose 
to have the Senate consider and dis
pose of the resolution. However, I am 
sure all Members of the Senate know 
why the Senator from Ohio is now i~
sisting o=t consideration of the resolution, 
when even the author of the resolution 
is not insisting on its present considera
tion. He is doing so as a means of post
poning consideration of the other meas
ure. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection 
having been made to the present con
sideration of Senate Resolution 100, the 
resolution will be passed over. 

The next measure on the Calendar 
will be stated. 

PRESERVATION OF JEWS OF EUROPE 

The resolution (S. Res. 203) favoring 
the appointment of a committee to 
formulate a plan to save the Jews of . 
Europe from extinction by Nazi Germany 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. • 
Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, will 

the Senator defer his objection to pres
ent consideration of Senate Resolution 
203, Calendar No. 634, until I make a very 
brief statement regarding it? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I shall be glad to do 
so. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, Sen
ate Resolution 203 is a measure favor
ing the appointment of a committee to 
formulate a plan to save the Jews of 
Europe from extinction by Nazi Ger
many. It would provide for exploring 
the possibility of saving the remnants 
of the Jewish people in Europe, where it 
is reported that some 2,000,000 of them 
have been exterminated under a well
devised and well-thought-out plan 
promulgated by the Hitlerian regime. 
The resolution was unanimously reported 
from the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations. It has been placed on the 
Senate calendar. 
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I am very pleased to announce what 

probably has been noted by most Mem
bers of the Senate in the press reports of · 
yesterday and today, that late Saturday 
the President, in almost exact compli
ance with the request contained in the 
provisions of the resolution, created a 
board composed of diplomatic, economic, 
and military experts, and in doing so 
used almost the same language as that 
contained in the resolution. 

In view of the fact that the President 
has taken such action, Mr. President, 
there is little reason or point, as· I see it, 
in pushing the consideration of the reso
lution. While I have not talked to the 
cosponsor of the resolution, I shall at this 
time; on my own responsibility, move 
that the resolution be stricken from the 
calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the motion of the Sen
ator from Iowa. 

The motion was agreed to. 
CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will 
call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 
Aiken George 
Andrews Gillette 
Bailey Green 
Bankhead Guffey 
Barltley Hatch 
Bilbo Hawkes 
Brewster Hayden 
Bridges Hill 
Brooks Holman 
Buck Johnson, Colo. 
Burton Kilgore 
B~shfield La Follette 
Butler Lodge 
Capper Lucas 
Caraway McCarran 
Chandler McClellan 
Chavez McFarland 
Clark, Mo. McKellar 
Connally Maloney 
Danaher Maybank 
Davis Mead 
Downey Millikin 
Ellender Moore 
Ferguson Murdock 

Murray 
Nye 
O'Daniel 
O'Mahoney 
Overton 
Radcliffe 
Reed 
Revercomb 
Reynolds 
Robertson 
Russell 
Shipstead 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Truman 
Tunnell 
Wallgren 
Wheeler 
Wherry 
White 
Willis 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-one 
Senators have answered to their names. 
A quorum is present. 
PRINTING OF MATI'ER IN THE RECORD 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President-
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I wish 

to state that I shall object to the con
sumption of time by putting anything 
more in the RECORD until we have 
reached a later point in our proceedings. 
I make that statement because I wish to 
be impartial to all Senators who may 
make such requests. 

Mr. DANAHER. · Mr. President, in yes
terday's New York Times, on the editorial 
page, there appeared a letter dated 
Washington, January 19, 1944, written by 
Prof. Herbert Wright, who is professor 
of international law at Catholic Univer
sity. The letter entitled "Things To Be 
Avoided" deals with a most important 
subject, and is so factual, informational, 
and meritorious, that I ask unanimous 
consent that it be printed in full in the 
Appendix of the RECORD. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, for the 
present I am compelled to object. Later 
I shall not object. 

CONTINUATION OF CALL OF . THE 
CALENDAR-BILLS AND 'RESOLUTIONS 
PASSED OVER 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will proceed to state the next business on 
the calendar. 

The bill (H. R. 2924) to give effect to 
the provisional fur seal agreement of 
1942 between the United States of Amer
ica, and Canada, to protect the ful seals 
of the Pribilof Islands and for other pur
poses was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The resolution (S. Res. 198) to investi

gate war contracts, the termination of 
war contracts, and related problems, was 
announced as next in order. · 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu

tion will be passed over. 
The resolution (S. Res. 136) increasing 

the limit of expenditures for the holding 
of hearings by the Committee on the 
Judiciary in respect to judicial nomina
tions was announced as next in order 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu

tion will be passed over. 
The bill <H. R. 3408) to amend chapter 

7 of the Criminal Code was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
The bill <S. 1227) to amend section 1 

of the act providing punishment for kill
ing or assaulting of Federal officers was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Over. 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
CONTINUATION OF COMMODJTY CREDIT 

CORPORATION 

The bill (H. R. 3477) to continue the 
Commodity Credit Corporation as an 
agency of the United States to revise the 
basis of annual appraisal of its assets and 
for other purposes was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Let the bill go over. 
Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I move that 

the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill3477, Calendar 641, notwith
standing the objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the motion of the Sena
tor from Ohio [Mr. TAFT]. 

Mr. TAFT. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. LUCAS. I suggest the absence of 

a quorum. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, we 

have just had a quorum call. Let us vote 
on the motion. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I with
draw the request. 

Mr. BUSHFIELD. Mr. President, may 
we have a statement of the question on 
which the vote is about to be taken? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. TAFT] that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of 
House bill 3477, Calendar 641, a bill to 
continue the Commodity Credit Corpora
tion as an agency of the United States, to 

revise the basis of annual appraisal of its 
assets, and for other purposes. The mo
tion is to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill notwithstanding the objection of 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BARKLEY.] 

On this question the yeas and nays 
have been ordered, and the clerk will call 
the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. BRIDGES. I have a general pair 

with the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
THOMAs]. I transfer that pair to the 
junior Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. ToBEY], who if present would vote, 
as I shall vote. I am therefore free to 
vote, and vote "yea." 

Mr. McCARRAN. I announce that 
my colleague, the junior Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. SCRUGHAM] is absent be
cause of ·mness. If present he would 
vote "nay." 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Oregon [.Mr. 
McNARY]. I transfer that pair to the 
Sentor from Virginia [Mr. GLASS], I am 
not advised how either Senator would 
vote if present. I vote "yea." 

Mr. REED (after having voted in the 
affirmative). I have a general pair with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. WAG
NER]. I transfer that pair to the junior 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. GuR
NEY] and allow my vote to stand. I am 
advised that the Senator from South Da
kota would vote "yea," if present. 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen
ator from Virginia [Mr. GLASS] is absent 
from the Senate because of illness. 

The Senator from Washington [Mr. 
BoNE], the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BYRD], the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
EASTLAND J, the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. GERRY], the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS], the Senator 
from New York [Mr. WAGNER], and the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALSH] are necessarily absent. I am 
advised that if present and voting, the 
Senator from New York [Mr. WAGNER], 
the. Senator from Maryland [Mr. TY
DINGS], and the Senator from Massa
chusetts [Mr. WALSH] would vote "nay." 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. CLARK] 
and the Senator from Utah [Mr. THOMAS] 
are detained in Government departments 
on business pertaining to their respective 
States. I am advised that if present and 
voting, the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
THoMAS] would vote "nay." 

The 'senator from Florida [Mr. PEP
PER], the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
WALSH], and the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. VAN NUYS] are detained because of 
slight illnesses. I am advised that if 
present and voting, the Senator from 
Florida, the Senator from New Jersey, 
and the Senator from Indiana would 
vote "nay." 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Ver
mont [Mr. AUSTIN] is absent because of 
iilness. 
· The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 

LANGER} is absent from the city on official 
business. 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. Mc
NARY] is absent because of illness. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
~OBEY] is absent on public business. 
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The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
WILEY] is absent on official business. 

The result was announced-yeas 33, 
nays 38, as follows: 

Aiken 
Bankhead 
Brewster 
Bridges 
Brooks 
Buck 
Burton 
Bushfield 
Butler 
Capper 
Danaher 

Andrews 
Bailey 
Bal'kley 
Bilbo 
Caraway 
Chandler 
Chavez 
Clark, Mo. 
Connally 
Downey 
Ellender 
George 
Gillette 

YEAB-33 
Davis 
Ferguson 
Hawkes 
Holman 
Lodge 
McClellan 
Millikin 
Moore 
Nye 
O'Daniel 
Overton 

NAY&-38 
Green 
Guffey 
Hat ch 
Hayden 
Hill 
Joh nson, Colo. 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Lucas 
McCarran 
McFarland 
McKellar 
Maloney 

Reed 
Revercomb 
Robertson 
Russell 
Shipstead 
Taft 
Thomas, Idaho 
Wheeler 
Wherry 

· White 
Willis 

May bank 
Mead 
Murdock 
Murray 
O'Mahoney 
Radcliffe 
ReynGlds 

· Stewart 
Thomas, Okla. 
Truman · 
Tunnell 
Wallgren 

NOT VOTING-25 
Austin Johnson, Calif. 
Ball Langer 
Bone . McNary 
Byrd Pepper 
Clark, Idaho Scrugham 
Eastland Smith 
Gerry Thomas, Utah 
Glass Tobey 
Gurney Tydings 

Vandenberg 
Van Nuys 
Wagner 
Walsh, Mass. 
WalEh , N. J. 
Wiley 
Wilson 

So, Mr. TAFT's motion was rejected. 
CONTINUATION OF CALL OF THE CAL

ENDAR-BILLS PASSED OVER 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will proceed to state the next business on 
the calendar. 

The bill <S. 1612) to amend the act of 
September 16, 1942, which provided a 
method of voting, in time of war, by 
members of the Hmd and naval forces 
absent from the place of their residence, 
and for other purposes, was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Let the bill go over. 
The VICE PREE'IDENT. The bill 

will be passed over. 
The bill <S. 1633) to amend the act en

titled "An act to provide for the training 
of nurses for the armed forces," was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Let the bill go over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 

be passed over. 
That completes the calendar. 

WARTIME METHOD OF VOTING BY 
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I 
move that the Senate proceed to consid
er Calendar No. 642, Senate bill '!612. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will state the bill by title for the infor
mation of the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (8. 1612) to 
amend the act of September 16, 1942, 
which provided a method of voting, in 
time of war, by members of the land 
and naval forces absent from the place 
of their residence, and for other pur
poses. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President--· 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion 

fs not debatable. 
Mr. TAFT. I merely wish to give no

tice that after the hour of 2 o'clock I 

will again move to take up the Commod
ity Credit Corporation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending 
motion is not debatable. The question is 
on agreeing to the motion of the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

The motion was agreed to, and the 
Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 
1612) to amend the act of September 16, 
1942, which provided a method of voting, 
in time of war, by members of the land 
and naval forces absent from the place of 
their residence, and for other purposes, 
which had been reported from the Com
mittee on Privileges and Elections with 
an amendment to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and to insert new matter. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend
ment reported by the Committee on Priv
ileges and Elections will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 26, after 
line 2, it is proposed to insert: 

That Public Law No. 712, Seventy-seventh 
Congress, be amended by inserting after the 
enacting clause the words "Title I" and by 
striking out sections 3 to 15, inclusive, and 
inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

"UNITED STATES WAR BALLOT COMMISSION 

"SEC. 3. (a) There is established a United 
St ates War Ballot Commission (hereinafter 
referred to as the Commission), which shall 
be composed of four Commissioners, who 
shall be appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
to serve a term which shall not exceed the 
duration of the war and 6 months thereafter. 
Two Commissioners shall be members of the · 
political party casting the largest popular 
vote and two Commissioners shall be mem
bers of the political party casting the sec
ond largest popular vote for Presidential 
electors in the most recent Presidential elec
tion. Such Commissioners shall be appoint
ed from lists of not less than six nominees 
submitted by the national committees of the 
respective political parties. Vacancies in the 
Commission shall be filled in the same man
ner as the original appointments, that is, 
from lists of not less than three nominees for 
each such vacancy .submitted by the national 
committees of the respective political parties. 
No Commissioner shall hold or be a candi· 
date for any elective public office. The Com
mission shall elect from among its members 
a Chairman and Vice Chairman. Each Com
missioner shall receive as compensation $25 
for each day in which he is actually engaged 
in performing the duties of his ofl'ice and 
shall also be reimbursed for any necessary 
expenses incurred in the performance of his 
duties. The vote of a. majority of all the 
Commissioners shall be necessary to a deci.:. 
sian by the Commission on any rna tter . 

"(b) The Commission is autho1·ized to ap
point, without regard to the Civil Service 
Act, rules, and regulations, an Executive 
Director and such other officers, employees, 
or agents as may be necessary for the per
formance of its duties under this act. The 
Commission may receive assistance from oth
er Federal departments and agencies in car
rying out the purposes of this act. 

"(c) It shall be the duty of the Commis
sion, in performing its functions under this 
act, to consult with representatives of the 
War and Navy Departments and the War 
Shipping Administration and with State of
ficials. As soon as practicable after any 
election to which the provisions of this title 
apply, the Commission shall report to the 
Congress on the administration of this act, 
including the number of ballots received by 
the Commission and transmitted to the sec
retaries of state of the seve1·a1 States, and 
the reports received by the Commission from 

such secretaries of sj;ate. Any Commission
er disagreeing as to the contents of the re
port may set forth his separate views." 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I rise for 
the purpose solely of discussing the 
amendment as read by the clerk, and to 
advise the Senate that the language of 
the amendment is word for word the 
same as ·the language of the bill which 
the Senate passed several weeks ago. 
Members of the Senate will recall that 
we debated for 2 days the type, kind, and 
form of a ballot commission which would 
be set up to prepare and distribute the 
uniform ·ballot to those fighting in our 
armed forces. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, a parlia
mentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will state it. 

Mr. TAFT. Are we now considering 
the entire bill or the amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The commit
tee amendment consists of one amend
ment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. TAFT. The clerk did not read all 
of the amendment. He read only 
through section 3. 

Mr. LUCAS. The clerk read every 
wo:rd of the section. 

Mr. TAFT. I thought he read only · 
through section 3. 

Mr. LUCAS. He did read through sec
tion 3 down td section 4. The language 
read comprises an amendment to Public 
Law No. 712, which is the present basic 
law on the subject. 

Mr. TAFT. I wish to know if we are . 
considering the whole bill as one amend
ment or considering it section by sec
tion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will continue the reading of the commit
tee amendment. 

The Chief Clerk resumed reading the 
committee amendment and read as fol
lows: 

SEc. 4. (a). The foregoing provisions of this 
act--

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, a parlia
mentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will state it. 

Mr. LUCAS. Under the rules do I not 
h,ave the right, at the end of the reading 
of a section of the bill, or at any other 
time at which I can obtain recognition 
from the Chair, to make an explanation? · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend
ment in the nature of a substitute is 
treated as one amendment to the bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It is frequently 
treated as the text and is subject to 
amendment section by section as if it 
were the original text. 

Mr. TAFT. I have no objection to the 
Senator doing as he suggests. I was 
only making an inquiry .. I did not un
derstand whether it was all to be read 
as on3 amendment or whether the Sena
tor desired to have a section read and 
then comment upon it and then have 
another section read and comment upon 
it before any action was taken on it. 
If that is his desire, it is perfectly agree
able to me. 

Mr. LUCAS. My only thought was 
that perhaps if I commented briefly on 
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the section while Senators were on the 
floor it would give them knowledge of 
what the committee has done. I do not 
care to debate it long, but it did seem to 
me that it might be well at the particular 
point to advise the Senate with respect 
to the amendment. 

Mr. TAFT. I have no objection to 
that, if it is understood that it is all one 
amendment, and will not be acted upon 
unt:l the reading is completed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
understands that is the general pro
cedure. 

Mr. BARKLEY. And with the under
standing that the amendment, while it is 
a complete substitute for the original 
text, will be treated as if it were the 
original text and subject to amendment 
section by section. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is cor-
rect. · 

The clerk will continue reading the 
committee amendment. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
(b) As used in this act-
1. the term "members of the merchant 

marine of the United States" means persons 
employed as officers or members of crews of 
vessels documented under the laws of the 
United States and persons enrolled for such 
employment with the War Shipping Admin
istration, but does not include those in serv
ice or enrolled for service on the Great Lakes 
or the inland wate1·ways; 

2. the term "United States," used geo
graphically, includes only the territorial 
limits of the several States of the United 
St ates and the District of Columbia: 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I desire 
to go back for a moment to section 3 and 
to state that that section, which has 
just been read by the clerk, is in the 
exact language adopted by the United 
States Senate a few weeks ago when we 
debated for some 2 days the question of 
how the ballot commission should be 
created and how it should function after 
it was created. It will be recalled that 

· we on this side lost by one vote. i:n re
writing the bill we have taken the ballot 
commission as suggested by those on the 
opposite side of the aisle, and have made 
no change. We still leave the ballot 
commission in the hands of the two prin
cipal political parties of the country. 
The names of six men are to be submit
ted by the chairman of one party and the 
names of six men are to be submitted by 
the chairman of the ·other party, and 
then the President of the United States 
is to select two from each list, and the 
four thus selected are to constitute the · 
ballot commission. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will continue reading the committee 
amendment. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and con
cluded the reading of the amendment 
reported by the committee, as follows: 
OFFICIAL FEDERAL WAR BALLOTS, ENVEr.OPES, AND 

EXPLANATIONS 

SEc. 5. (a) The Commission shall cause to 
be prepared and printed for use in voting in 
general elections under this title an adequate 
number of ofilcial Federal war ballots. Each 
ballot shall be printed in the following form 
insofar as the offices enumerated are appro
priate to the particular election: 

OFFICIAL FEDERAL WAR BALLOT 

Instruction: To vote, write in the name of 
the candidate of your choice for each office 
or write in the nam~ of his political party
Democratic, Republican, Progressive, or other. 
ELECTORS OF PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESIDENT OF 

. THE UNITED STATES 

(A vote for President includes a vote for Vice 
President of the same party) 

Write in the name of your choice for Presi
dent or the name of his party -----------

UNITED STATES SENATOR 

(Only if a Senator is to be elected in your 
State) 

Write in the name of your choice for Senator 
or the name of his party ___ _: ____________ _ 

REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FOR YOUR DISTRICT 

Write in the name of your choice for Repre
sentative in Congress for your district or 
the name of his party-----,--------------

REPRESENTATIVE AT LARGE IN CONGRESS 

(Only in the States entitled thereto) 
Write in the name or names of your choice 

for Representative at Large or the nam•e of 
his party -------------------------------
(Vote for one or two as the case may be) 

A vote by party designation shall be deemed 
to be a vote for the candidate of that party 
by name. A vote for a Presidential candidate 
by name shall be deemed to be a vote for the 
candidates for Presidential and Vice Presi
dential electors of his party. No ballot shall 
be invalid by reason of mistake or omission 
in writing in the name of the candidate or 
his political party where the candidate or 
party intended by the voter is plain~y Wenti
fiable. Where, because of any defect in mark
ing, a ballot is held· invalid as to any particu
lar candidate for office, it shall remain valid 
as to the other candidates for office. 

(b) The Commission shall also cause to be 
prepared and printed an appropriate num
ber of official inner envelopes for use in seal
ing the official Federal war ballots. Each 
envelope shall be gummed ready for sealing. 
Upon one side of the envelope shall be 
printed: 

OFFICIAL FEDERAL WAR BALLOT FOR G_ENERAL 
ELECTION 

Name of voter ---------------------~-----
(Print your name plainly here) 

Home residence: 
Street and number (if any) or rural 

route ----------~----------------------
(Print street and number or rural 

route plainly here) 
City or town (if any) -------------------

(Print city or town plainly here) 
County ----- _ -- _ ---- _ ----- _ -------------

(Print county plainly here) 
.Upon the other side of such envelope shall 

be printed the following oath, at the top of 
which shall be set forth the date of the 
election: 
OATH OF ELECTOR FOR VOTING IN THE GENERAL 

ELECTIONS TO EE HELD IN 1944 

I do hereby swear (or affirm) that
(1) I am a citizen of the United States; 
(2) The date of my birth was ____________ ; 
(3) For ------------ years preceding this 

election my home residence has been in the 

State of ----------~----------------------, 
(4) For ------------ years preceding this 

election my home residence has been in the 
(city, town, or village) of _________ ..:, ______ _ 
in the county of -------------------------
at (street and number, if any, or rural 

route) -----------------------------------; (5) I am (check appropriate blank}-
(a) in the armed forces of the United 

States------ ( ); · 
(b) in the merchant marine of the United 

States ------ ( ) ; 

(c) serving with the American Red Cross 
( ) , the -Society of Friends ( ) , the Wom
en's Auxiliary Service Pilots ( ) , or the 
United Service Organizations ( ) , outside 
the United States, and am attached to and 
serving with the armed forces of the United 
States; 
and that I have not voted and do not intend 
to vote in this election at any address other 
than the above; and that I have not received 
or offered, do not expect to receive, have not 
paid, offered, or promised to pay, contributed, 
offered, or promised to contribute to an
other, to be paid or used, any money or other 
valuable thing as a compensation or reward 
for the giving of a vote at this election, and 
have not made any promise to influence ,_!;he 
giving or withholding of any such vote; and 
that I have not been convicted of bribery 
or any infamous crime, or, if so convicted, 
that I have been pardoned or restored to all 
the rights of a citizen, without restriction as 
to the rights of suffrage. 

(Voter must write his usual signature 
here and oath must be administered 
and attested} 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 
------ day of ----------· 194 __ , 

(Commissioned, noncommissioned, or 
petty officer not below the rank of ser
geant or its equivalent, or other per
son authorized to administer and 
attest this oath) 

(c) The Commission shall also cause to be 
prepared and printed an appropriate number 
of official outer envelopes for use in return
ing to the Commission official Federal war 
ballots and official inner envelopes. Upon 
such outer envelope the following shall be 
printed: 

Free of all postage 
including air mail 

(Official Federal war ballot) 
To the United States War Ballot Commission: 

For transmission to the secretary of state 
of the State shown below: 
Voter's home residence: 

Street and number (if any) or rural route __ 

(Print clearly) 
City or town ---------------------------.:. 

(Print clearly) 
County---------------------------------

(Print clearly) 

State -----------------------------------(Print clearly) 
(d) Ballots and envelopes for use outside 

the United States shall be suitable for air 
mailing. 

(e) The Commission shall also cause to be 
prepared and printed an adequate number of 
copies of explanations of voting procedure for 
use in accordance with the provisions of this 
title. 

(f) Where the Secretary of War or the Sec
retary of the Navy determines that the trans
mission abroad of any material required to 
be prepared and printed by the 'provisions of 
this section is inexpedient because of trans
portation difilculties or for other reasons 
arising from the cond"tlct of the war, the 
Commission is authorized to arrange for 
such material to be printed outside the 
United States. 

BALLOTING 

SEC. 6. (a} Any person voting under the 
provisions of this title shall privately mark 
the ballot, place it in the official inner en
velope, and securely seal the same. He shall 
then fill in 'and subscribe the oath printed 
upon the official inner envelope. After the 
oath has been duly attested, the voter shall 
then place the official inner envelope in the 
official outer envelope provided for the re
turn of the ballot to the Commission and 



6t()2. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 'JANUARY 24 

shall deliver it to a person designated by 
proper authority to receive executed ballots 
for transmission to the Commission. 

(b) Any commissioned, noncommissioned, 
or petty officer not below the rank of 
sergeant or its equivalent in the armed forces 
of the United States and any member of the 
merchant marine of the United States 
designated for this purpose by the Adminis
trator of the War Shipping Administl'ation 
is authorized to administer and attest such 
oaths as are required by this title. All such 
oaths shall constitute prima facie evidence 
that the voter is qualified to vote, unless 
the statements contained in such oath in
dicate the contrary. 

ADMINISTRATION 

SEc. 7. (a) The Secretaries of War and 
Navy shall be responsible for the administra
tion of this title with respect to members of 
the armed forces and civilians attached to and 
serving with the armed forces and entitled 
to vote thereunder. ·lfhe Administrator of 
the War Shipping Administration shall be 
responsible for the administration cf this 
title with respect to members of the merchant 
marine of the United States entitled to vote 
thereunder. 

(b) In each year in which a general elec
tion for Senators and Representatives in 
Congress is to be held, the CommiSsion shall 
furnish well in advance of the election an 
adequate number of ballots, envelopes, and 
copies of explanations of voting procedures to 
the Secretaries of War and Navy and ~o tha 
Administrator of the War Shipping Admin
istration. 

LISTS OF CANDIDATES 

SEc. 8. The secretary of state of each State 
shall furnish the Commission such informa
tion as the Commission shall request for com
piling a list of candidates and their parties 
in any general election for President and Vice 
President or for Senators and Representatives 
in CongrEss. The Commission shall transmit 
to the Secretaries of War and Navy and the 
Administrator of the War Shipping Adminis
tration, at such times as it deems to be 
appropriate for balloting under this title, lists 
of candidates compiled from the information 
so received, even if incomplete. The Secre
taries of War and Navy and the Administrator 
of the War Shipping Administration shall, in 
ample time for balloting under this title, 
transmit such lists to all units of the armEd 
forces and to members of the merchant 
marine of the United States, to the extent 
that such transmission is practicable and 
compatible with military operations. In
complete lists of candidates so furnished, or 
failure to furnish such lists, shall be no bar 
to balloting under the provisions of this title. 
No list of candidates furnished under this 
title shall include information as to a candi
date other than his name, address, party 
affiliation, and office for which nominated. 
DISTRIBUTION AND COLLECTION OF BALLOTS FOR 

MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES AND OTHERS 

SEc. 9. (a) The Secretaries of War and 
Navy, insofar as practicable and to the fullest 
extent compatible witlt military operations, 
shall cause ballots, envelopes, explanations of 
voting procedure, and lists of candidates to be 
distributed to members of the armed forces, 
and to civilians attached to and serving with 
the armed forces and entitled to vote under 
this title, in ample time to insure an oppor
tunity to vote in general elections under this 
title and shall cause executed ballots to be 
collected and transmitted to the Commission. 

(b) Wherever practicable and compatible 
with military operations, the · appropriate 
commanding officer shall be required-

( 1) to designate a balloting day for voting 
in general elect ions which shall be, whenever 
possible, after he has received a list of can
dide.tes from all States, but which shall not be 
later than the date which the Secretary Of 

War or the Secretary of the Navy, as the case 
may be; may fix for the area in which his 
command is located as the latest date which 
will afford a reasonable opportunity for the 
return of executed ballots; 

(2) to cause lists of candidates to be posted 
and otherwise made available at conspicuous 
and convenient places prior to and on the 
balloting day and to cause copies of explana
tions of voting procedure and an other neces .. 
sary information to be furnished to members 
of his unit and civilians attached to and serv
ing with such unit and entitled to vote 
under this title; 

(3) on tbe designated day to cause ballots 
and envelopes to be distributed, to provide a 
convenient place for marking them in secret, 
and to cause executed ballots to be collected 
and delivered for transmission to the Com
m ission; 

(4) to assume general responsibility tor 
assuring that every person in or attached to 
and serving with his unit, who is entitled to 
vot e under this title, has an opportunity to 
vote; 

(5) to destroy, as soon as practicable after 
the balloting day, all official Federal war bal
lots in his custody remaining unused. 

DISTRIBU'J;ION AND COLLECTION OF BALLOTS FOR 
THE MERCHANT MARINE 

SEc. 10. The Administrator of the War Ship
ping Administration ehall cause ballots, en
velopes, explanations of voting procedure, 
and lists of candidates for voting in general 
elections to be made available to members 
of the merchant marine of the United States 
upon request. The Administrator shall pro
vide a convenient place for marking such 
ballots in secret, and shall cause executed 
ballots to be collected and delivered to the 
Commission or to appropriate representatives 
of the War and Navy Departments for trans
mission to the Commission. The Secretaries 
of War and Navy shall arrange, so far as 
practicable, for the receipt of such ballots and 
their transmission to the Commission to
gether with the ballots of members of the 
armed forces. The Administrator may ctele
gate to the Secretary of War or the Secretary 
of the Navy, with the consent of such Secre
tary, any function of the Administrator under 
this title. 

PRIORITIES 

SEC. 11. The Secretaries of War and Navy 
and other appropriate authorities shall take 
all steps necessary to give to the transmission 
and delivery of ballots and communications 
under this title priority over all unofficial 
communications and priority over official 
COlllill..Unications except where, in the judg
ment of the appropriate military and naval 
authorities, such priority would interfere with 
the effective prosecution of the war. Ballots 
cast outside the United States shall be trans
mitted by air, wherever practicable and com
patible with military operations. 

TRANSMISSION 

SEC. 12. The Commission, upon receiving 
any ballot cast under this title, shall prompt
ly transmit it to the secretary of state of the 
St ate of the voter's residence who shall at an 
appropriate time transmit it to the appro
priate election officials of the district, pre
cinct, county, or other voting unit of the 
voter's residence. No person other than 
such appropriate election officials shall open 
any official outer or inner envelope purporting 
to contain a ballot cast under this title. 

REPORTS 

SEC. 13. (a) The Secretaries of War and 
Navy and the Administrator of the War Ship
ping Administration shall report to the Com
mission on balloting under this title, includ
ing the number of ballots distributed, re
ceived, and transmitted to the Commission, 
together with any comments thereon or ex
planation thereof. 

(b) The Commission shall prepare a state
ment of all ballots received and transmitted 
to the various secretaries of state. Each 
secretary of state shall prepare a report of all 
ballots received by him and transmitted to 
the various election officials, and within 30 
days after the last day for counting absentee 
ballots in any election in which ballots are 
cast under the provisions of this title, each 
secretary of state shall transmit such report 
to the Commission. 

VALIDITY OF BALLOTS 

SEc. 14. (a) The Commission shall have no 
powers or functions with respect to the deter
mination of the validity of ballots cast under 
the provisions of this title; such determina
tion shall be made by the duly constituted 
election officials of the appropriate districts, 
precincts, counties, or other voting units of 
the several States. Votes cast under the pro
visions of this title shall be canvassed, 
counted, and certified in each State by its 
proper canvassing boards in the same manner, 
as nearly as may be practi~able, as the votes 
cast within its borders are canvassed, count
ed, and certified. 

(b) No official Federal war ballot shall be 
valid if-

1. the voter has also voted in person or by 
absentee ballot in accordance with the pro- · 
cedure provided by State law; or 

2. the date of the oath of elector is later 
than the date of the holding of the elec
tion; or 

3. such ballot is received by the appropriate 
election offi.cial of the district, precinct, coun
ty, or other voting unit of the State of the 
voter's residence later than the date of the 
holding of the election, except that any ex
tension of time for the receipt of absentee 
ballots permitted by State laws shall apply 
to ballots cast under this title. 

(c) All ballot envelopes received by a sec
retary of state at a date or time too late for 
proper delivery, and an ballot envelopes not 
delivered to polling places or to the proper 
otficials shall not be opened but shall be en
dorsed with the date of reception and shall 
be retained by the secretary until the time 
has expired for contesting the election, when 
they shall be destroyed without examination. 

VOTING SAFEGUARDS 

SEC. 15. Every individual concerned with 
the administration of this title shall take 
an necessary steps to prevent fraud, to pro
tect voters against coercion of any sort, and 
to safeguard the integrity and secrecy of 
ballots cast hereunder. 

PENALTIES 

SEC. 16. The provisions of State and Federal 
law prohibiting offenses against the elective 
franchise shall apply in the case of elections 
and voting conducted pursuant to the provi
sions of this title: Provided, however, That 
no act done in good faith by a member of 
the armed forces of the United States, in the 
exercise of his judgment as to what was prac-

. ticable and compatible with military opera
tions, shall constitute a violation of any such 
provision of law. 

APPROPRIATE STATE OFFICIALS 

SEC. 17. Wherever, in any State, an official 
other than the secretary of state is the ap
propriate State official to carry out any func
tion vested in the secretary of state under 
this title, the term "secretary of state" shall 
mean such other ·offi.cial. 
OFFICIALS AND AGENCIES TO ACT FOR SECRETARY 

OF STATE 

SEC. 18. Each secretary of state may utilize 
the services of such State and local offi.cials 
and agencies for such purposes and to such 
extent as he may deem appropriate in the 
exercise of his powers and duties under this 
title. 
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ACT TO BE LIBERALLY CONSTRUED 

SEC. 19. The provisions of this act shall be 
construed liberally in order to efi"ectuate its 
purposes. 

TITLE II 
VOTING UNDER STATE LAW FOR STATE AS WELL AS 

FEDERAL OFFICERS 

Post cards 
SEc. 201. In order to afford an opportunity 

for members of the armed forces to vote for 
Federal, State, and local officials and to utilize 
States absentee balloting procedures to the 
greatest extent possible, the Commission 
shall cause to be printed and delivered to the 
Secretaries of War and Navy an adequate 
number of post cards for use in accordance 
with the provisions of this .title. The Sec
retaries of War and Navy shall, wherever 
pj:acticable and compatible with military op
erations, cause such post cards to be made 
available, at appropriate times, upon request, 
to members of the armed forces located 
within the United States and, where State 
procedures can be effectively employed, to 
members of the armed forces located in other 
places. 

Upon one side of the post card shall be 
printed the following: 
Secretary of state or other approprtate of

ficial within the State of --------------
Being in the armed forces of the United 

States, I hereby request an absentee ballot to 
vote in the coming -------------- (primary, 
general, or special) election. 

( 1) I am a citizen of the United States. 
(2) The date of my birth was -----------· 
(3) For ------ years preceding this elec-

tion my home residence has been in the 
State of ----------------· 

(4) For------ years preceding this election 
my home residence has been in the (city, 
¥Jwn, or village) of. _________________ in the 

county of ---------------------- at (street 
and number, if any, or rural route) --------· 

( 5) My voting district to the best of my 
knowledge is --------------------------,-· 

(6) My choice of party primary ballot is 

(Fill in only in case of primary ballot) 
Please send the ballot to me at the follow

ing address: 

(Print your name plainly above) 

(Write your usual signature above) 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 

---- day of --------· 194 __ , 

(Commissioned officer writes here 
his name and rank) 

Upon the other side of the post card shall 
be printed the following: 

Free of postage 
including air mail 

( wat ballot) 
Secretary of state of ----------~-----• 

----------------------------------· (City) 

(State) 
FU~CTION OF POST CARDS 

SEc. 202. Such post cards (and post cards 
provide under sec. 3 of this act prior to its 
amendment) may be used, if State law per
mits, as applications for ballots under State 
absentee balloting laws, as applications for 
registration under State absentee balloting 
laws, or as sources of information to imple
ment State absentee balloting laws. No voter 
shall be precluded from voting under the pro
visions of title I of this act by reason of any 
post-card application made under this title, 
unless such voter casts an absentee ballot. 

INFORMATION REGA<tDING EECTIONS 

SEC. 203. The Commission shall, at appro
priate times, furnish the Secretary o! War 

and Navy with any information received from 
a secretary of state as to the dates of elections 
in such State, including general, special, and 
primary elections. The Secretaries of War 
and Navy shall, whenever practicable and 
compatible with military operations, cause 
such information to be made available to 
members of the armed forces. 

COOPEni\.TION WITH STATES 

SEc. 204. The Secretaries of War and Navy 
shall, so far as practicable and compatible 
with military operations, take all reasonable 
measures to facilitate delivery and return of 
absentee ballots mailed to members of the 
armed forces pmsuant to the laws of the 
several States. 

TITLE III 
MISCELLANEOUS 

Authorization for appropriations 
SEc. 301. (a) There are authorized to be ap

propriated such sums as may be necessary to 
carry GUt the provisions of this act. 

(b) The Commission shall certify to the 
Secretary of the Treasury for payment in 
advance or otherwise such sums as it esti
mates to be necessary to compensate State or 
local agencies for administrative expenses in~ 
curred under title I of this act. The Secre
tary of the Treasury, through the Division of 
Disbursement of the Treasury and prior to 
audit or settlement by the General Account
ing Office, shall pay the sums so certified. 
The use of such sums shall •be properly ac
counted for, and any part in excess of that 
used to meet such administrative expenses 
shall be returnerl. to the United States upon 
the demand of the Commission. 

(c) The transmission of all communica
tions under titles I and II shall be free of 
postage, including air-mail postage, in the 
United States mails. 

VOTING UNDER STATE LAW PERMITTED 

SEc. 302. Nothing in this act shall be 
de€med to restrict the right of any member 
of the armed forces of the United States or 
of any other t:erson to vote in accordance 
with the law of the State of his residence. 

SEPARABILITY 

SEc. 303. If any provision of this act or 
the application of such proviSion to any per
son or circumstance shall be held invalid, 
the validity of the remainder of the act and 
the applicability of such provision to ot.her 
persons or circumstances sha·ll not be affected 
thereby. 

AMENDMENTS TO ACT OF AUGUST 2, 1939, AS 
AMENDED 

SEc. 304. The act of August 2, 1939, entitled 
"An act to prevent pernicious political activ~ 
ities," as amended (U. S. C., 1940 ed., title 18, 
sees. 61-6lt; Supp. II, title 18, sees. 61h, 61u), 
is hereby amended by adding thereto the fol
lowing new sections: 

"SEc. 22. It shall be unlawful for any officer 
of, or person employed in, the executive 
branch of the Federal Government, or any 
agency or departmc;nt thereof, including the 
Army and Navy, to deliver or present or cause 
to be delivered or presented to persons in the 
armed forces of the United States any general 
communication, Government magazine, Gov
ernment newspaper, motion-picture film, or 
other literature or material, or to make, or 
caun to be made, and broadcast to the armed 
forces of the United States, paid for in whole 
or in part with Government funds, or spon
sored by the Government or any agency or 
department thereof, including the Army and 
Navy, and containing political argument or 
pol'tical propaganda of any kind designed 
or calculated to affect the result of any elec
tion for President, Vice President, Presidential 
elector, Member of the S::mate, or Member 
of the House of Representatives, except that--

"(1) nothing in this section shall prohibit 
the rebroadcast over Government-controlled 
radio stations of any political address, but 

equal time must, if requested, be given for 
such purposes to representatives of each po
litical party which polled at least 10 percent 
of the votes cast in the most recent Presi
dential election; 

"(2) nothing in this section shall prevent 
the distribution to members of the armed 
forces of books, magazines, and newspapers 
which have a general circulation in the United 
States, or of servicemen's magazines or news
papers, such as Yank and Stars and Stripes, 
or the presentation to members of the armed 
forces of motion-picture films, radio broad
casts, or rebroadcasts; but--

" (a) the list of such magazines and news
papers of general circulation shall be deter
mined in accordance with the preference of 
the members of the armed forces in some 
reliable method to be determined by the 
Secretary of War and the Sec:etary of the 
Navy; 

"(b) any such books of general circulation 
hereafter purchased shall be selected from a 
list of books, not containing political argu~ 
ment or political propaganda of any kind 
designed or calculated to affect the result of 
any election for the Federal offices above
mentioned, approved by a nonpr >:tisan com~ 
mittee of civilian publishers and librarians 
which is not financed by the Government or 
by political parties; and 

"(c) such motion-picture films, radio 
broadcasts or rebroadcasts, and servicemen's 
magazines or newspapers, sponsored or paid 
for by the Government, shall be nonpartisan 
and nonpolitical: Provided, That this sub
paragraph shall not prohibit or curtail im~ 
partial coverage Oi" presentation, as news or 
information, of public events and persons in 
public life: And provided further, That if in 
any issue or presentation space or time is 
allotted to editorials, columns, or other argu~ 
mentative matter supporting a political 
party which polled at least 10 percent of the 
votes cast in the most recent Presidential 
election, an equal amount of space or time 
shall be allotted in the same issue or presen
tation to similar matter concerning each such 
other political party. 

"(3) nothing in this section shall prevent 
the sending of any letter, communication, 
magazine, newspaper, or other literature by 
any individual, corporation (other than a 
Government-owned or Government-con
trolled corporation), or political committee 
to any member of the armed forces, addressed 
personally to such member of the armed 
forces, and paid for by him, or by the indi
vidual, corporation, or committee sending 
the same. 

"SEc. 23. It shall be unlawful for any cen~ 
sor or other officer, employee, m:. member of 
the executive branch of the Government, in
cluding the Army and Navy, to censor any 
letter, communication, magazine, newspaper, 
or other literature referred to in paragrapp 
(3) of section 22 of this act, for the purpose 
of removing therefrom any political argu~ 
ment, political propaganda, or other political 
matter, except to the extent that such argu
ment, propaganda, or other matter contains 
information which may be of value to the 
enemy in their prosecution of the war. 

"SEc. 24. Any person who violates the pro
visions of section 22 or section 23 of this act 
either within or outside of the United States 
shall upon conviction thereof b3 fined not 
more than $1,000 or imprisonment for not 
more than 1 year, or both." 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
DowNEY in the chair). The Senator will 
state it. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Is the substitute 
being treated as one amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
substitute is treated as one amendment. 
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and is now open to amendment, the same 
as the original bill. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Can amendments 
be offered to any part of the substitute at 
any time while it is open to amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes. 
Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, may I ask 

the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LucAs] to 
explain in what respect this bill differs 
from the bill which was before the Sen
ate previous to the time the Senate sub
stituted for it the Eastland amendment? 

Mr. LUCAS. I shall be glad to explain 
to the Senator from Ohio the difference 
between this bill and the bill which the 
Senate passed a short time ago, known 
as the Eastland-McKellar-McClellan 
bill. Everyone knows that the substitute 
bill which was in charge of the Senator 
from . Mississippi [Mr. EASTLAND] merely 
referred the whole issue back to the 
States. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield a moment? 
_ Mr. LUCAS. Yes. 

1\..fr. TAFT. I was not asking that 
question. I asked the Senator to ex
plain how the bill now before the Sen
ate differs from the original committee 
bill, as it was amended, at the time when 
the Senate voted it down and before it 
adopted instead of the Eastland amend
ment. 

Mr. LUCAS. I understand the Sena
tor. l started earlier in today's session 
to explain the provision with respect to 
the ballot commission. I will say to 
the Senator from Ohio and other Mem
eers present that the provision dealing 
with the ballot commission, as it now 
appears in this bill, is exactly the same 
as- the provision in the zy1easure which 
was passed by the Senate some 3 weeks 
ago. The Senator will recall that we 
had some 2 days' debate upon that issue, 
and those who advocated a ballot com
mission composed of six members to be 
appointed by the chairman of the Re
publican Party and six members to be 
appointed by· the chairman of the Dem
ocratic Party prevailed by one vote. In 
rewriting the provision the sponsors of 
this bill have used the exact language 
as it was in the measure which the Sen
ate passed,. In other words, the provi
sion with respect to the ballot com
mission, as it now appears in the pro
posed new legislation, is in the exact 
language which was submitted to the 
Senate by those on the opposite side of 
the aisle. The Senate will recall that we 
had a rather lengthy debate upon that 
question, and that the present form pre
vailed, as I recall, by one vote. In order 
to eliminate any question now, because 
time is of the essence in connection with 
this measure, the sponsors of the pend
ing bill forgot all about the original 
proposition whereby the President of the 
United States should appoint all four of 
the commissioners, two to be Repub
licans and two to be Democrats, and 
have accepted the philosophy of those 
on the opposite side of the aisle with 
respect to the ballot commission. There 
is no change in that, and that is a very 
important matter, as I see it. 

Mr. President, under the new bill we 
leave sections 1 and 2 as they are in 
Public Law 712. Section 1 deals with 

registration; section 2 deals with the poll 
tax. That is the law of the land as 'it 
now exists. Under this amendment we 
have stricken from Public Law 712 sec
tions 3 to 15, inclusive, and substituted 
in lieu thereof the amendment which 
the cleric has just read. 

Section 102 of the original bill, which 
we debated here before the Eastland 
measure was substituted for it, contained 
this provision, under the title "Voters 
Eligible Under This Title": 

(b) (1) In time of war, notwithstanding 
any provision of State law relating to the 
registration of qualified voters, every indi
vidual specified in subsection (c) who is 
absent from the place of his voting residence 
but otherwise eligible to register and quali
fied to vote in any election for United States 
Senators and Representatives in Congress 
shall be entitled to vote for such officers in 
accordance with the provisions of this title. 

Then we also struck out ·paragraph 2, 
as follows: 

(2) In time of war, notwithstanding any 
provision of State law relating to the regis
tration of qualified voters, every individual 
specified in subsection (c) who is absent 
from the place of his voting residence but 
otherwise eligible to register and qualified 
to vote in any election for electors of Presi-. 
dent and Vice President of the United States, 
shall be entitled to vote for such electors in 
accordance with the provisions of this title. 

We also struck out section 103, under 
the heading "Payment of poll tax not 
required." That section provided: 

SEc. 103. No individual specified in section 
102 (c) shall, in time of war, be required, 
as a condition of voting in any election for 
electors for President or Vice President, or 
for Senator or Member of the House of Rep
resentatives, to pay any poll tax or other tax 
or make any other payment to any State or 
political subdivision thereof. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. Presid~nt, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. TART. As I understand, however, 

altpough that is taken out of the pend
ing bill, the pending bill leaves in the 
provision of the bill passed last year, 
which reads as follows: 

No person in the military service in time 
of war shall be required as a condition of 
voting in any electicn for President, Vice 
President, elector for President or Vice Presi
dent, or Senator or Member of the House of 
Representatives to pay any poll tax or other 
tax or make any other payment to any State 
or political subd-ivision thereof. 

So really there is no difference, as I 
understand the two bills, between the 
pending bill and the bill the Senate had 
before it last year, so far as payment of 
the poll tax is concerned. 
. Mr. LUCAS. The only difference, as I 

see it, I may say to the Senator from 
Ohio, is simply that under the pending 
bill all we are doing is simply amending 
basic law, which the Congress has passed 
and the President has signed. Instead of 
attempting to rewrite the provisions with 
regard to registration and the poll tax, 
we leave them just as it is under the basic 
law, and we start from section · 3 to 
amend. 

Mr. TAFT. So, in substance, the bill 
now pending will create, when it is 
passed, the same law that the bill we de
bated and passed last year created. 

Mr. LUCAS. In the pending measure 
we do nothing which affects sections 1 
and 2 of Public Law 712. That is the law 
at the present time. All we attempt to 
do is to move on from that point, and to 
create the mechanics necessary to make 
the law effective to the end that the men 
and women in the armed forces, wher
ever they may be serving, shall have an 
opportunity to vote. We leave those two 
sections just as they are. One deals with 
registration and the other deals with the 
poll tax. 

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I will yield, unless the 
Senator from Ohio desires to ask a fur
ther question. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, there has 
been some taJk to the effect that the 
pending bill is a compromise measure; 
but I cannot see any difference whatever 
between the pending bill and the bill the 
Senate rejected when it adopted the 
Eastland amendment, in December lru;t, 
I have not been able to find from any
thing the Senator has said that there is 
anything new in the pending bill, any
thing which has not already been turned 
down by the Senate. 

Mr. LUCAS. Of course, the Senator. 
· has not examined the bill very carefully;· 

otherwise he could not have reached that 
conclusion. Because, in addition to 
that, we have in the bill, in section 14, 
a provision dealing with the validity of 
ballots, and in that section we definitely 
state-and this is one of the material 
changes made in the pending bill, as, 
compared to the other one-as follows:. 

VALIDITY OF BALLOTS 

SEc. 14. (a) The Commission shall have 
no powers or functions with respect- to the 
determination of the _validity of ballots cast 
under the provisions of this title; such deter
mination shall be made by the duly consti
tuted election officials of the appropriate dis
tricts, precincts, counties, or other voting 
units of the several States. Votes cast uhder 
the provisions of this title shall be canvassed, 
counted, and certified in each State by its 
proper canvassing boards in the same man
ner, as nearly as may be practicable, as the 
votes cast within its borders are canvassed, 
counted, and certified. 

Mr. President, the record of the hear
ings before the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections show that in my testimony: 
before the committee I took the same 
position as I take now, namely, that 
there is only one group of individuals 
that ultimately can make the determi
nation with respect to the validity of the 
ballots. We never intended at any time 
that the ballot commission should count 
or canvass the ballots which came under 
the provisions of the uniform Federal 
ballot law. . 

Mr. TAFI'. Mr. President, will the 
Senator further yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I shall yield in a mo
ment. There is only one group of indi
viduals that can do that, and in the 
pending measure we have attempted to 
write into the law a provision which will 
cover that matter so there can be no 
question about it. There is only one 
group that knows whether John Jones, 
of the third ward in Havana, TIL, is a 
qualified voter. That group is made up 
of the election officials there. So when 
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a ballot finally returns to the election 
officials of the particular precinct or 
ward where the voter resides those who 
have charge of the election machinery 
there are the only ones who can deter
mine the validity of the ballot. We have 
made that clear in this provision. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, another 
material change which brings us within 
the parliamentary rule making it permis
sible to bring the pending bill on the :fioor 
of the Senate is that under the old bill, 
which was introduced and debated in the 
Senate for a wee!{, provision also was 
made that after the election officials re
ceived the ballots from the secretary of 
state, it became necessary for the elec
tion officials to make a report as to the 
number of ballots received, the number 
counted, and also whether there were 
any irregularities or errors which had 
crept into the election, and that report 
would be made J:>y the election officials to 
the secretary of state, and the secretary 
of state then would report to the ballot 
commission, and the ballot commission 
would report to Congress. 
. The last step ,has now been removed. 
Under the terms of the pending bill, 
once the ballot gets into the hands o'f the 
election officials of the precinct in which 
the voter resides, that is the end of the 
matter, insofar as the Federal authority 
is concerned; the Federal Government 
·would have no power to deal with that 
·ballot afterwards; and whatever the elec
tion officials do under section 14 with 
"respect to. that ballot would be final, un
less there were fraud or intimidation or 
coercion or some other type of malfea
sance growing out of the election, and 
upon which a contest might be raised. 

Now I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, it seems to 

me, as I remember the debate on the last 
bill, that we eliminated all provisions 
which might even be construed as giving 
the ballot commission power to pass on 
the validity of a ballot. The bill which 
was rejected contained, as I recall, in 
substance, exactly the same provision, 
·that the validity of the ballot was to be 
·determined by the local election officials. 

I agree that there is in the bill provi
sio: for the one change, namely, that 
as to the elimination of ·the reports; 
but that is the only change of any sub
stance I can discover. 

Mr . LUCAS. Mr. President, let me 
say tu the Senator that it is a vital 

·change; because there are those who 
feared that, once those in a precinct 

·made a report to the· secretary of state, 
and then to the ballot commission, in a 
close election that might finally find 
its way into the hands of Congress. In -
order, to eliminate that uncertainty, that 
last step was removed. . 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a moment further? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. TAFT. It does not seem to me 

to have been entirely removed; because 
in section 13 (b) provision is made: 

(b) The Comm!ssion shall prepare a state
ment of all ballots received and transmitted 
to tl1e various secretaries of state. Each sec
retary of state shall prepare a report of all 
ballots received by him and transmitted to 
the various elect ion official3, and within 30 

days after the last day for counting absentee 
ballots in any election in which ballots are 
cast under the provisions of this title, each 
secretary of state shall transmit such report 
to the Commission. 

So there still would be a report from 
the secretary of state, as I understand 
the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. LUCAS. That is correct, and I 
think it is a very admirable provision. 
In other words, the secretaries of state 
would have nothing to do with respect 
to the counting or canvassing of the bal
lots. All they would do would be to re
ceive, segregate, and transmit the 
ballots to the various election officials in 
the counties in which the voters reside. 
It would seem to me to be worth while to 
make provision at least to have the 
ballott commission and the country to 
know how many votes the secretaries of 
state received and how many votes were 
transmitted. It does not seem to me to 
be particularly important that they know 
where they were transmitted. That in
formation would come back to the ballot 
commission, and we would at least have 
sufficient knowledge to fie able to know 
whether the secretary of state trans
mitted the ballots in the proper way, in 
accordance with what Congress in
tended. That act is purely an adminis
trative one. It would mean absolutely 
nothing, other than to have the Congress 
know whether the secretary of state did 
pass along the ballots. That is about all 
there is to the provision. Candidly, I am 
not very much interested in even that 
phase of the measure; but I believe it 
helps remove a little more administra
tive responsibility from the Army and 
from the ballot commisison, to have the 
ballots transmitted directly to the secre
taries of state, and then have them segre
gate them and send them on. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. OVERTON. The provision in ref

erence to the validity of ballots is not so 
very clear, as to whether the validity of 
the ballot is to be determined by State 
·law or not. The provision is that--

votes cast under the provisions of this title 
shall be canvassed, counted, and certified in 
each State by its proper canvassing boards 
in the same manner, as nearly as may be 
practicable, as the votes cast within its bor
ders are canvassed, counted, and certified. 

That relates to the canvassing, count
ing, and certification of votes, but it does 
not deal . with the qualification of the 
voter. It contemplates the vote cast, the 
vote in the ballot box, whether the voter 
be qualified under State laws or not, and 
then it proceeds to state that after the 

·votes are cast they shall be canvassed, 
counted, and certified according to the 
State law. What I wish to ask the Sen
ator is whether it is the intention to pro
vide that the qualifications of voters shall 
be determined by the laws · of the State 
in which the vote is cast. 

Mr. LUCAS. Let me say to my able 
friend from Louisiana that the first part 
of section 14 provides: 

The commission shall have no powers or 
functions with· respect to the determination 
of the validity of ballots cast under the pro
visions of this title; such determination shall 

be made by the duly constituted election om
cials of the appropriate districts, precincts, 
counties, or other voting units of the several 
States. 

It seems to me that is very clear. That 
is thl.! first part of section 14. 

Mr. OVERTON. Determined accord
ing to what? It ought to read "such 
determination shall be made in accord
ance with State law." 

Mr. LUCAS. I presume that the duly 
constituted election officials in the Sen
ator's parish, or in my particular pre
cinct, are acting under State laws. 

Mr. OVERTON. Why presume that 
they will follow the State law? We have 
here a proposed Federal statute, which 
contemplates that the soldiers shall be 
permitted to vote. The ballot is all ar
ranged for them. All they have to do is 
to mark it and send it in. 
. Mr. LUCAS. I have no objection to 

what the Senator is trying to do. I think 
this section absolutely covers it. So far 
as we might question whether or not an 
election official has the power under the 
State law to count the vote, we might 

. question the same thing under any vote 
for any Federal official. The States are 
merely acting in conjunction with the 
Federal GovernJI1ent in holding any Fed
eral election. I undertake to say that 
under section 1 of article IV of the Con
stitution the Federal Government, if it 
so desired-at least so far as Senators 
and Representatives are concerned
could set up its own election machinery, 
have its own polling places, its own elec
tion officials and judges, and say to the 
States, "You hold your election on an
other day, and we will hold ours on this 
day." I have often wondered why the 
States did not ask the Federal Govern
ment for an appropriation of some kind 
to help them carry on the Federal elec
tions, which they have been doing all 
these years at the expense of the States, 
really at the expense of the towns where 
the election is held. 

Mr. OVERTON. If that be the inten
tion of the Senator from Illinois, then I 
take it he would have no objection to an 
amendment on page 39, line 9, ~-fter the 
words "such determination shell be 
made" to insert "in accordance with 
State law." 

Mr. LUCAS. "Shall be made by the 
duly constituted election officials--" 

Mr. OVERTON. "Shall be made in 
accordance with State law." That is the 
determination as to the validity. 

Mr. LUCAS. I do not think I would 
have any objection to that. However, I 
want to consider it carefully. 

1'/Ir. OVERTON. Then I offer that 
amendment, if I may. 

1\fr. LUCAS. I should like to give it a 
little thought and consideration before it 
is adopted. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will th6 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. TAFT. Of course, .that would be 

entirely inconsistent with the provisions 
of sections 1 and 2 of the existing law, 
which are: 

SEcTioN 1. In time of war , notwithstandln!J 
any provision of S ~ate la.w .relat ing tc the 
registration of qUali fi~d vot ers, every indi
vidual absent from i.b e p lace of his residenc~ 
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and serving in the land or naval forces of the 
United States, including the members of the 
Army Nurse Corps, the Navy Nurse Corps, the 
Women's Navy Reserve, and the Women's 
Army Auxiliary Corps, who is or was eligible 
to register for and is qualified to vote at any 
election under the law of the State of his 
residence, shall be entitled, as provided in this 
act, to vote for electors of President and Vice 
President of the United States, United States 
Senators, and Representatives in Congress. 

SEc. 2. No per~n ln military service in 
time of war shall be required, as a condition 
of voting in any election for President, Vice 
President, electors for President or Vice 
President, or for Senator or Member of the 
House of Representatives, to pay any poll tax 
or other tax or make any other payment to 
any State or political subdivision thereof. 

So it seems to me that it is perfectly 
obvious that this section does not mean 
anything. If the Senator is willing to say 
"in accordance with State law" he then 
nullifies sections 1 and 2 of the act. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator is absolutely 
mistaken. 

Even if I should accept the amend
ment, I would not nullify sections 1 and 
2 of the present law, Public Law 712. 
All we deal with there is registration and 
the poll tax. We do not deal with, and 
never have attempted to go into, the basic 
qualifications of a voter as laid down by 
the States. I contend with all serious
ness that the question of registration 
1s not a basic qualification. 

Mr. TAFT. Madam President, will the 
Senator further yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. CAR
AWAY in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Illinois yield to the Senator from 
Ohio? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. TAFT. There is, howev~r. a fun

damental question involved, and that 
is, Can the canvassing board, in a dis
trict in Louisiana, we will say, throw out 
a vote because the voter has not regis
tered in accordance with the laws of the 
State of Louisiana? Perhaps he does 
not meet the educational requirements, 
or has not registered to show that he 
meets t.hem, or has not paid the poll tax. 

Mr. LUCAS. What might be con
strued with respect to registration in 
one section of the country might be de
termined by the courts to be different in 
another section of the country. I hon
estly believe and sincerely state that sec
tion 14 in the amendment which was 
read by the clerk is sufficient to satisfy 
all that the Senator from Louisiana has 
in mind. I wish to think about his 
amendment. I do not think I would ob
ject to it, although I should like to think 
about it. 

Mr. OVERTON. Madam President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. OVERTON. My purpose is to do 

away with the provision in the existing 
law with reference to poll tax and reg
istration. I was about to suggest an- . 
other amendment, and that is that the 
qualifications of the voters shall be de
termined by State law. I think that 
would settle that question. . 

Mr. LUCAS. twill not agree to elim
inate sections 1 and 2 of the basic law; 
but I ·am willing to go as far as anyone 
po~sibly can go in order to do what I 
think is accomplished under section 14. 

Mr. OVERTON. Then, this is all beau
tiful phraseology, but does not mean any
thing in the face of existing law, unless· 
we undertake to modify the existing law. 

Mr. LUCAS. We have on the statute 
books the registration law and the poll 
tax law, enacted by tbe Congress and 
signed by the President. That is the sit
uation as the Senator knows. 

Mr. OVERTON. Does it all sum up to 
this, that it would still be left to the 
States to determine the qualifications of 
the voters? 

Mr. LUCAS. I have never said that 
the basic qualifications should be deter
mined by any agency except the States. 
They are the only ones who can deter
mine it. The Congress has nothing to 
do with that. 

Mr. OVERTON. Then there should be 
no objection to inserting an amendment. 

Mr. LUCAS. There may not be, but I 
will not accept it until I take a look at it. 

Mr. OVERTON. Let me suggest an
othex amendment, while I am on my feet, 
if the Senator will yield for that purpose? 

Mr. LUCAS. I am delighted to yield 
to the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. OVERTON. After line 15, and be
fore line 16, on page 39, I suggest insert
ing: "The qualifications of the voters 
shall be determined by State law." 

Mr. LUCAS. Will the Senator be kind 
enough to restate his first amendment? 

Mr. OVERTON. On page 39, line 9, 
my amendment would make the language 
read: 

Such determination shall be made in ac
cordance with State law. 

The next amendment is on page 39, 
after line 15. . 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, where 
would that be in the bill? 

Mr. LUCAS. It would follow line 15. 
Mr. OVERTON. The Senator is cor

rect, it would follow line 15. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 

will the Senator yield? 
Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. I should like to 

submit a problem to the able Senator 
from Illinois which is disturbing me very 
much. It is with respect to some things 
which have happened since we dealt With 
the previous Lucas-Green bill. The Sen
ator knows that I supported that bill. 
I supported a Federal ballot as assw·ance 
against the absence of effective State ab
sentee ballot provisions. 

Since the first Green-Lucas bill was 
defeated many of us have gone back to 
our States and urged the completion of 
effective arrangements for the trans
mission of absentee State ballots to our 
service men and women. For example, 
in the State of Michigan, the Gover
nor has called a special session of the 
legislature, which will meet · in a few 
days. At that time in all probability 
the voting calendar will be moved for
ward so that we can deliver a complete 
absentee State ballot for transmission 
to our armed forces probably not later 
than August 15. 

All things being equal, I assume that 
every Senator will agree that it is prefer
able for the soldier to be given a State 
ballot if it can reach him, because the 
State ballot a:IIords bim total suffrage! 

whereas the Federal ballot affords him 
only partial suffrage. 

But what I wish to call to the atten
tion -of the Senator from Illinois, and 
about which I invite his comment, is the 
fact that it seems to me the text of the 
pending bill almost deliberately justifies 
the Secretaries of War and Navy in 
discriminating against the transmission 
of State absentee ballots. My belief in 
that respect is based on the fact-and 
I call it to the Senator's attention-that 
the language on page 37, in section 11, 
regarding the transmission of the Fed
eral ballot, establishes priorities and 
most emphatically tells the Secretaries 
that it is their business to get the Fed
eral ballots into the hands of the troops. 
But when we go to page 44, section 204, 
covering the transmission of State bal
lots, all thc.t is said is: 

The Secretaries of War and Navy shall, so 
far as practicable and compatible with mili
tary operations, take all reasonable measures 
to fa-cilitate delivery and return of absentee 
ballots mailed to members . of the armed 
forces pursuant to the laws of the several 
States. 

It seems to me that that language by 
itself would operate as a discrimination 
against the transmission of State bal
lots. But it does not stand alone. In 
this interim the Secretary of War and 
the Secretary of the Navy have issued 
instructions to the Council of State Gov
ernors, and, among other things, they 
asserted on September 30, 1943, that the 
total weight of covering envelope, en
closed outer envelope and inner envelope, 
ballot, and voting instructions, would 
not ·exceed eight-tenths of an ounce, 
whereas, for example, the ballot in the 
city of Detroit weighs 2 ounces. So 
far as I can discover there is no State 
absentee ballot which weighs as little as 
eight-tenths of an ounce. 

So, Madam President, :i seem to be 
confronted with the fact that the text of 
the bill apparently discriminates against 
the transmission of State ballots. Cer
tainly it does not offer the same guar
anty of the transmission of State ballots 
as is offered for the transmission of Fed· 
eral ballots. So the text of the bill not 
only apparently discriminates against 
State ballots, but we are told by the Sec
retary of War and the Secretary of the 
Navy that all State ballots weigh too 
much to be transported by any method. 

I ask the able Senator from illinois for 
his comment upon that challenging sit
uation. The Senator will understand 
that it has nothing to do with my feeling 
toward the Federal ballot, but I do want 
the State ballot to be delivered to every 
soldier who can receive it, because that 
is the only way in which he can obtain 
his total suffrage. 

Mr. LUCAS. Madam President, I ap
preciate what the Senator has in mind, 
and I also appreciate the fine work which 
he has consistently done in behalf of the 
uniform Federal ballot. I know exactly · 
what he is thinking about. I also know 
that millions of persons are wondering 
whether or not they cannot have a com
plete ballot covering all the State officials 
in the same way we are trying to provide 
for Federal officials by the Federal ballot. 
I wish it coul'd be done, If it could be 
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done, there would be no reason for bring .. 
ing on the floor of the Senate the bill 
which is now sponsored by the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. GREEN] and my .. 
self . . That is the primary and basic rea· 
son for this proposed legislation. We 
cannot furnish to the troops in every part 
of the world all the different types and 
kinds of ballots which are required by 
the 48 States, which have enacted 48 dif· 
ferent kinds of election procedures~ The 
Army and Navy have made a careful an
alysis of the laws of the 48 States. They 
have definitely stated that they cannot 
do it. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. They cannot do 
what? 

Mr. LUCAS. They cannot transmit to 
the men overseas ballots from every State 
in the Union. For example, take Illinois. 
There are 102 counties in my State. In 
voting for State officials I wish to vote 
for my sheriff beca,use he is one of the 
most important officials in my county. 
In order to insure the privilege of voting, 
it would be necessary to have 102 ballots 
coming from Illinois alone. Of course, 
all those ballots will have names upon 
them. The State set-up will be used. 
How are we going to supply 700,000 boys 
from Illinois with 102 different kinds of 
ballots? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I think it would 
be easy. 

Mr. LUCAS. I should like to have the 
Senator tell me why? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Because it does 
not at all involve the procedure about 
which I am talking. If a service man or 
woman abroad sends a postal-card ballot 
to the secretary of state asking for an 
absentee ballot from his or her county, 
the secretary of state sends it to the 
county in which the member of the mili
tary service is registered, and in turn 
the service man or woman receives it 
precisely as he or she receives any other 
piece of mail. 

Mr. LUCAS. How will the service man 
or woman receive the ballot when some 
States provide for less than 20 days and 
some States for only 12 days under the 
absentee-voting law? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I do not know. 
I have spoken of the State of Michigan. 
We are going to the extreme · of calling 
the legislature together to accommodate 
ourselves in this situation. . 

Mr. LUCAS. I congratulate the Sen
ator on that score. 

Mr .. VANDENBERG. Yes; but it will 
do no good, apparently, in view of the 
prohibition which is in front of us. 

Mr. LUCAS. Oh, it will do a tremen
dous amount of good in removing the 
restrictions with respect to absentee
voting laws, in respect to registration and 
other conditions other than qualifica
tions. West Virginia recently passed a 
law which allows 89 days from the time 
the soldier requests a ballot for the clerk 
to send the ballot to him and have it 
returned. I do not say that the ballot 
will go by air mail. The Army cannot 
take it by air unless we stop the war. 
The Army cannot take these ballots by 
the ton from every State of the Union. 
What was done in West Virginia was to 
give the soldier as many days as possible 

for him to receive a State ballot wherever 
he might be serving. 

In addition to that, they did the sen· 
sible thing of saying that on the first day 
of the 89 days the father or the mother 
or the sister or the next of kin could go 
to the county clerk and say, "Here is the 
name of my son, John Jones, who is 
serving in England. I want to make an 
application for a ballot for him." There 
are going to be thousands upon thou
sands of West Virginia soldiers who will 
vote under that plan. If the ballots do 
not go by plane, they will go by ship, and 
they will get back by ship in the 89 days' 
time. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Still the Sena
tor, I think, does not answer my question. 

Mr. LUCAS. I will come to the Sena· 
tor's question and answer it. It has been 
stated definitely over and over again, 
among others, by Mr. Stimson in his re-

. port, joined in by the Secretary of the 
Navy, that they can take to every battle
front in the world one ballot, and one 
only, in one general election. That is 
his statement. I do not know upon 
whom we are going to rely if we cannot 
rely upon the Army and Navy v,rith re
spect to the administrative difficulties 
which are involved in attempting to 
place State ballots with candidates from 
Governor down 'to sheriff in the hands of 
every individual in the armed services of 
his country. The military services can
not do it, though they will make every 
effort possible, 'and if it is possible to 
transmit the ballots they will do it. As 
soon as the States remove these restric· 
tions, a greater opportunity will be af .. 
forded, whether the ballots go by air mail 
or by ship or what not; but it would 
break down the services completely if 
they were required to transmit all these 
ballots to every section of the world. 
Transportation and other facilities are 
not available for them to do it. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I follow the 
Senator's argument, but it seems to me 
that his compliment to the State of 
Michigan, for example, and to the State 
of West Virginia, for putting their ab· 
sentee ballot laws in workable order for 
this purpose, turns to ashes on his lips 
when in the next breath he says that the 
ballots cannot be transmitted. What is 
the use of fixing this thing up if the net 
result is that there is no transportation 

· available? 
Mr. STEW ART. Madam President, 

will the Senator from Illinois allow me 
to answer the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. LUCAS. I will yield to the Sena· 
tor for that purpose. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from 
Michigan evidently was not following the 
Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I was following 
him as closely as I could. 

Mr. STEWART. Probably the Senator 
from Michigan was•ahead of him. 

Mr. LUCAS. He usuall'y is. 
Mr. STEW ART. The Senator from 

Michigan is rather a fast-moving 
Senator. 

I desire to call attention at this junc
ture to the fact that Colonel Cutler testi· 
tied before the Privileges and Elections 
Committee to two pertin_ent and practi· 

cally controlling situations with respect 
to the delivery of the ballots to the 
soldi~rs. In the first place, he said that 
the average weight of the absentee bal
lot of the various States, because it is 
transmitted in a large envelope, usually 
with a return envelope, and so forth, is 
about 3 ounces, and under the method 
employed for sending V-mail that 3 
ounces would displace about 1,200 V-mail 
letters. He stated also that the most 
precious morale factor now is considered 

' by both Army and Navy to be the ability 
of the Army to get V -mail letters 
from their family and friends delivered 
to the soldiers, and that in the European 
theater they are now unable to deliver 
half of the letters that reach the New 

. York Post Office within a gi:ven time, a 
period of 2 or 3 weeks, as I recall his 
statement. Carrying it out as a mat
ter of mathematics, if one 3-ounce ab· 
sen tee ballot displaces 1,200 V -mail let· 
ters when they are unable to deliver half 
of those now sent, with four or five mil
lion soldiers and sailors . overseas, the 
Senator can see the seriousness of the 
situation. 

Mr. TAFT. Madam President, will the 
Senator from Illinois yield to me for a 
moment to comment on what the Sena
tor from Tennessee has said? 

Mr. STEW ART. Let me finish, ples,se. 
Mr. LUCAS. I yield further to the 

Senator from Tennessee. 
Mr. STEWART. Confronted and 

faced with the absolute impossibility of 
delivering ballots to soldiers under such 
a plan it seems to me that we are con
fronted with the duty, then, of working 
out if we can something practical or sim
ply dropping the matter. That is the way 
I look at it. I want to hcve the Congress 
take action which will enable the soldiers 

· and sailors to vote. 
The absente_e ballot laws of the States 

require personal delivery to the soldier 
of the letter which is sent to him from 
the State. The over-all changes of ad
dress, so to speak, of the soldiers each 
day are in excess of 10,000 that are in this 
country and abroad, .altogether, and God 
knows how rapid the changes will be 
when the invasion begins if it begins as 
we expect and hope it will next summer. 
So the military services are confronted, 

. Colonel Cutler says, with another obli
gation it is practically impossible for 

· them to perform, namely, personal deliv
ery of ballots to the soldiers. 

. This bill contemplates the shipping of 
the ballots in bulk; that is, as I under· 
stand, simply by post cards, with no 
name on them. They do not become in
dividual votes until they are signed by 
the soldiers themselves. Those are two 
reasons, if the Senator from Michigan 
please, that are most convincing to me. 

The Army and Navy say absolutely that 
they cannot deliver these ballots, and 
that is why I am persuaded strongly on 
the side of this amendment. On a previ
ous occasion I voted for the Eastland
McClellan-McKellar amendment. I vot· 
ed, for it with the statement that if it 
failed, I would vote for the bill anyway. 
because I am anxious to see an oppor
tunity afforded for the soldiers and sail
ors to vote. I think it"is a morale-build· 
ing factor. 
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Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 

will the Senator from Illinois permit me 
to ask the Senator from Tennessee a 
question? · 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield for that purpose. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. I fully under

stand the attitude of the able Senator 
from Tennessee. I agree that there 
ought to be a Federal ballot; there is no 
question about that; but I also continue 
to be incorrigible in my feeling that the 
only way a soldier can get total suffrage 
is on the State absentee ballot. It seems 
to me that the Senator from Tennessee 
is saying to me that title III of the bill 
is mere camouflage and superfluity. and 
it seems to me he is saying to me that I 
am recommending sheer nonsense to the 
Governor and to the Legislature of Mich
igan when I suggest that they go to the 
trouble of changing their entire election 
system so as to provide absentee ballots 
for Michigan soldiers. Is that what the 
Senator is saying to me? 

Mr. STEWART. I will say to the Sen
ator from Michigan that it seems to me 
that the soldiers are not going to vote 
if we do not pass this bill. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. What does the 
Senator answer to my other question? 
Is title III merely language without any 
validity or force? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly not. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. It is if the thing 

works as the Senator describes it. 
Mr. STEWART. I was describing the 

transportation of State ballots, following 
the testimony of Colonel Cutler before 
the Committee on Privileges and Elec
tions on the 20th of this month. 

Mr. LUCAS. Madam President, the 
Senator from Michigan knows that re
cently 33 States in the Union had 30-day 
absentee-voting laws. In 14 of those 
States .5 mail services were necessary be-
fore a ballot could oe cast. . 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I come from the 
enlightened state of Michigan. 

Mr. LUCAS. I understand that, but 
there are other States in the Union be
sides the State of Michigan. The Sen
ator does a magnificent job in taking 
care of Michigan, but there are some 
other States the legislatures of which 
have not seen fit to remove the restric
tions which were adopted in peacetime 

· and which have no application whatso
ever to those who are serving in the 
armed forces, especially those overseas. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Granting all 
that, may I ask the Senator one ques
tion? 

Mr. LUCAS. I will ask the Senator to 
wait just a moment. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Very well. 
Mr. LUCAS. It is absolutely impossible 

for the Army and the Navy, even if they 
were to be given plane priority to carry 
the State ballots, to comply with the 
complicated machinery that is set up in 
33 of the States. On that account alone, 
they could not get the ballots to the sol
diers and back, even if they desired to 
do so. Until Illinois recently amended 
its law with respect to registration, there 
was not a single United States soldier 
coming from Illinois, serving outside the 
continental limits of the United States, 
who would have had an opportunity to 
vote, even if h~ had been given all the 

plane priorities upon which the Congress 
could legislate. That is the point I am 
making. In other words, until the legis
latures of all the States which have not 
removed the restrictions meet and re
move them, there is nothing the Army 
and Navy can do about the matter. They 
could not deliver the ballots even if they 
desired. But the soldiers should be given 
opportunity to vote, and the legislatures 
should pass laws to make it easy for 
someone at home to make the applica
tion for the soldiers, rather than to re
quire the serviceman in New Guinea, who 
is out there fighting for his life and yours 
and mine, to assume the initiative. So 
far as the State ballot is concerned, 
someone at home should be able to make 
the application. Everything possible 
should be done to give the soldier an op
portunity to vote. 

I undertake to say that the Army and 
Navy are sincere in what they are at
tempting to do. ':!:'hey have definitely 
stated that it would break down trans
portation, that it would almost stop the 
war, if they had to deliver all the ballots 
from the 48 different States under the 48 
different procedures they have. This is 
what they say: 

Voting for servicemen in wa.rtime depends 
on practical considerations relating to mili
tary operations, duties, m~ans of communi
cation, etc. To the extent that overseas vot
ing is dependent on air carriage of material 
by the services, it is subject to three factors 
beyond control-weather, war, and plane 
space. 

Mr. President, that applies to the uni
form Federal ballot also. There is are
mote possibility that even the uniform 
Federal ballot, because of those factors, 
will not reach all the men, or perhaps a 
great portion of them, but there is only 
the slightest possibility, if we start deal
ing with the 48 States, that any of the 
ballots will ever reach the front line or 
the training centers outside the conti
nental limits of the United States, due to 
the very things we are discussing here. 

I read further from the statement of 
the services: 

The effectiveness of any wartime service
man voting law turns, not on the willingness 
of the services to cooperate, but on their 
capacity to carry it out. The services sum
marize below certain practical points which 
bear upon their abillty to give effect to 
absentee-voting procedure. 

The War Department and Navy Depart
ment do not advocate or oppose any particu
lar voting legislation. 

I wish to emphasize ~hat, and make it 
perfectly clear. They have never advo
cated or opposed any legislative pro
posal that has been introduced by any 
Member of Congress. They have been 
charged with many things, but the 
charges are untrue, so far as the testi
mony shows. I am not referring to any
one on the floor of the Senate when I 
make that statement. I undertake to 
say that those in control in the services 
are just as much interested in trying to 
do something to afford the men in the 
service an opportunity to vote as is any 
other individual, and much more than 
some. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Will the Senator 
yield further? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield! 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I am not charg
ing the War and the Navy Departments 
with anything except this, that if their 
letter to the Council of State Governors 
on December 30 shall be adhered to, 
no State ballot will be transported over
seas for soldiers and sailors to use in 
spite of title m. 

Mr. LUCAS. Oh, yes. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. And title III 

thereupon becomes mere window dress
ing. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator is absolutely 
wrong about that. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is what I 
am trying to find out about. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator is abso
lutely incorrect upon that score. I again 
refer to the laws of West Virginia. I do 
not know whether it is true of any other 
State, but I know that when the Legisla
ture of West Virginia recently enacted an 
89-day provision, and provided that the 
father or the mother, the brother or the 
sister, or other next of kin, could go to 
the county clerk and make an applica
tion for the ballot, under that 89-day 
provision thousands of servicemen in 
England, in Hawaii, in Alaska, and at 
many other spots, will have opportunity 
to get ballots, because, even if the ballot 
has to go by boat, 89 days is a consider
able time. No one need tell me that un
der this provision we are not encouraging 
and aiding voting by servicemen, because 
we want them to vote. I wish it were 
possible for every soldier to vote for 
every candidate, from the President down 
to sheriff, but because of the State laws 
as they are at the present time, it is im
possible to get the ballots to them. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. What good does 
it do the State of Michigan to change its 
State law if, after we change the law, the 
War and Navy Departments will not take 
our ballot because it weighs over eight
tenths of an ounce? 

Mr. LUCAS. They will take the ballot, 
in my humble opinion. Where the serv
iceman makes request for a ballot it 
will go, the same as any other piec~ of 
mail. That is what Colonel Cutler said. 
What they are telling us is that if we 
want to get any plane priority in connec
tion with the ballots, the States would 
better cut the ballots down to the size 
indicated. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. President--
Mr. VANDENBERG. Just a moment. 

I think probably our ballots will go by 
boat cargo, the same, · I suppose, as all 
the Government publications about 
which we have heard, the pamphlets 
about Victory, and the Terms of Ulti
mate Victory, and the United States 
Navy, and a lot of things which are not 
quite as valuable as ballots. 

Mr. GUFFEY. Mr. President--
Mr. VANDENBERG. I do not include 

the Senator from Pennsylvania in any
thing I am saying. 

How about getting the State ballots 
back, Mr. President? We can get them 
over to the men, let us say, by ship. We 
cannot have the same service the Fed
eral ballot has; the State ballot has to 
go by ship instead of air. But how about 
getting it back? Are we not at least en
titled to have it brought back by air? 
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Mr. LUCAS. It cannot be done under 

the facilities of the Army and Navy, and 
for another reason. The ballot the Sen
ator is now discussing is filled out by the 
individual. That ballot goes to Africa, 
let us say. We do not know when the 
ballot will get there. 

Mr. MOORE. Will the Senator yield? 
Mr. LUCAS. In a moment. We do not 

know when the ballot will reach Africa. 
We do not know where the soldier will be 
when the ballot arrives. No one knows 
how much time will elapse before the 
ballot is voted. In other words, every 
individual has to st~.nd on his own; he 
has to assume the initiative. Under the 
State law he has to go somewhere and 
execute the ballot in secret. 

I do not know how the State law would 
cooperate with the Federal Government 
along that line. I presume the States 
have provided, and must provide, 

· through their legislatures that the serv
iceman would have a right to go before 
a noncommissioned or commissioned of
ficer and swear to his qualifications. If 
the States do not change their laws, some 
of the boys will have quite a hard time 
finding a notary public among the Arabs 
in northern Africa. Many of the State· 
laws provide that one who votes an ab
sentee ballot must swear to it before a 
notary public. All those questions arise 
when we attempt to say that the service
men should vote through the State 
process. 
· Mr. VANDENBERG. I agree that all 
those questions arise, but even if they are 
all favorably resolved, I do not see what 
difference it will make if the Secretary of 
War and the Secretary of the Navy are 
going to put suffrage on a weight basis 
from now on. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator may call it 
on a weight basis if he desires. They are 
putting it on a military basis, if you 
please. They are putting it on the basis 
of it being impossible to do what the 
Senator from Michigan says he believes 
they should do. As one who has been 
interested in this question for some time, 
what am I to believe with respect to this 
subject when the Army and Navy tell me 
and tell the committee that they do not 
have the plane space in which to handle 
what the Senator from Michigan is at
tempting to say they should handle? I 
am sure the Senator does not want to 
interfere with the war effort in any way 
in connection with the ballots. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. The Senator is 
correct. 

Mr. LUCAS. I am sure the Senator 
wants the letters coming from and going 
to the soldier and his folks to continue to 
travel by boat or plane, or however they 
can be carried. Colonel Cutler testified 
that in the event they attempted to do 
what the Senator now says they should 
do, there would be some 6 or 8 months 
when the boys would not receive a single 
letter from home, and would not be able 
to send a single letter back from the 
front to their families. That is quite a 
problem. Letters are the greatest build
ers of morale on the fighting front, and I 
am not willing to say that we should in
sist on legislating to the end that the 
Army and Navy shall do what is sug-
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gested, when they say definitely that 
they cannot do it. We would thereby 
perpetrate a fraud, so to speak, upon the 
soldiers who hope for an opportunity to 
vote, and also upon the folks at home who 
want their loved ones who are in the 
armed forces to have the opportunity· of 
voting some kind of a ballot. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is pre
cisely the point. I do not want to per-· 
petrate a fraud on the people at home 
who may be led to believe that title III 
amounts to something when apparently 
it does not . 

Mr. LUCAS. I do not agree with the 
Senator at all. · 

Mt. HATCH. Mr. President-
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Me- 

CLELLAN ilt the chair) . Does the Sena
tor from Illinois yield to the Senator 
from New Mexico? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield to the Senator 
from New Mexico. 

Mr. HATCH. I wish to say on that 
particular point-and I must confess 
that I have not studied the bill, and. was 
not able to be present at the committee 
meeting-that title II seems to me--

Mr. VANDENBERG. It is title III. 
State voting. . 

Mr. HATCH. I am referring to the 
title which provides that the rights of 
the voters shall not be restricted. The 
State of Michigan, if it so desires, can 
call its legislature into session. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. We have done 
that. • 

Mr. HATCH. And can pass such 
absentee law as it desires. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. We shall do 
that. 

Mr. HATCH. Providing for total 
suffrage. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. We shall do 
that. 

Mr. HATCH. There is nothing in this 
measure which would prevent the State 
of Michigan from doing that. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is where I 
disagree with the Senator, because I 
think that when the measure deliberately 
uses totally different language when in
structing the War Department and the 
Navy Department with respect to the 
transmission of ballots, Federal and . 
State, as it does, it puts us on notice that 
the State ballots are not to be trans
mitted, in view of the statements made 
ofi"icially by both Departments that such 
ballots cannot be transmitted. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, my 
thought is that the State of Michigan 
would be deprived of the advantages 
given the Federal ballot under this par
ticular bill, but the State of Michigan 
could still make its own arrangements, 
send its absentee ballot by regular mail 
to the soldier, wherever he might be, 
who could vote and have it returned. 
The only thing the State of Michigan 

-needs to do is to provide ample time so 
it can be done. There is nothing in this 
measure which would prohibit or pre
vent the State of Michigan from doing 
it, but the State of Michigan would be 
deprived, if it has an excessively heavy 
ballot, of having the advantage of the 
transportation and the cooperation of 
the Army. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I entirely agree 
with the Senator that there is nothing 
textually in this bill which deprives the 
State of Michigan of the opportunity of 
sending an absentee ballot through the 
mail and waiting for a soldier to send it 
back through the regular, ordinary mail. 
But I submit that when the question of a 
voting calendar is concerned, all that we 
can do back in the States-and Michigan 
is only one of several States which are 
making this very earnest effort-the only 
thing we can do is to get our ballots 
ready, say by the middle of August, so 
as to give ample time for the procedure. 
It seems to me that when we have done 
that, we should not confront what ap
parently is a statutory discrimination 
against State ballots. Obviously we do 
confront such a situation in the text of 
this bill, particularly as it is illuminated 
by the very significant observations con
tained in the regulations of the War De
partment and the Navy Department. I 
do not think that is fair. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 
· Mr. -LUCAS. I yield to the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It seems to me that 
under title II the language goes about 
as far as it could go in making it the 
duty of the Secretary of War and the 
Secretary of the Navy to transmit the 
ballots, insofar as practicable and com
patible with military operations. The 
Senator from Michigan does not want 
them to go beyond that. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. The Senator 
perhaps has not been present during all 
the discussion--

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; I have been. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. Has the Senator 

read the language which describes the 
duties of the Secretaries with respect to 
the Federal ballot on this same score? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; I have. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. It is a totally 

different sort of construction. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Let us assume that it 

is the Federal ballot which we are making 
it their duty to administer· as a sort of 
priority. If it does have that effect 
there must be, and in my judgment there 
is, reason for it. I do not know whether 
it will be possible-! do not suppose any
one knows whether it will be possible
for all these ballots, both State and Fed
eral, to be taken to the soldiers and sail
ors wherever they may be around the 
world. If there are transportation facil
ities enough to get both State and Fed
eral ballots to the soldiers, we might as
sume that many of the soldiers and sail
ors would receive two ballots, one of 
which would be a Federal ballot and one 
of which would be a State ballot. On the 
State ballot would be the names of all 
the candidates for local offices as well as 
the Federal candidates for office. On the 
Federal ballot would be only the candi
ciates for Federal offices. The service
man would have his choice as to which 
of the ballots he would vote. He would 
not vote both of them. If he did they 
would not both be counted. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. If the Senator 
will permit me, I do not think the serv
iceman will ever receive the State ballot. 
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Mr. BARKLEY. I do not agree with 

the Senator from Michigan. It may be 
entirely possible that the soldiers will 
never receive State ballots from many 
States because there will not be enough 
time elapsing between the date when the 
requests are made and the date of the 
election to enable them to receive the 
ballots. Under the terms of the pending 
measure they would receive the Federal 
ballots, and to that extent, which is as 
far as we can go, I imagine, they would 
be reenfranchised, to the extent that 
they could vote for Federal officers. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is the rea
son I am in favor of the Federal ballot 
by way of assurance. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. So that this 
measure seems to me to offer assurance 
that where the physical difficulties in the 
way of getting the State ballot to the 
soldiers are insurmountable, they will 
have the Federal ballot which they can 
exercise, because its transmission prob
ably will be more rapid. It might be 
lighter in weight. Various equations en
ter into the possibility of the Federal 
ballot reaching the soldier and his cast
ing his vote under it. 

I agree with the Senator from lllinois 
that there are many States which have . 
not as yet shortened, and may not in any 
way shorten, the period of time; and if 
some of them do not shorten it, I imagine 
that there will not be enough time for 
the soldier in New Guinea or in Australia 
or even in Italy to get his request home 
for a ballot before the election has taken 
place. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I agree with all 
that. There ought to ·be a Federal ballot 
to meet that situation. What I am com
plaining about is that all the States have 
been put on notice that if they will have 
special sessions of their legislatures--

Mr. LUCAS. Who put them on notice? 
Mr. VANDENBERG. The Senate of 

the United States, by the action it took 
in the passage of the Eastland, and so 
forth, bill. 

Mr. LUCAS. That might be. I am not 
saying that is not so-but the Senator 
from Illinois was P..ot a party tC> that 
misapprehension. The only thing I have 
ever said, and I said it 4 months ago, is 
that the people, in my judgment, if they 
really understood this matter, would ap-

• plaud any Governor who would call a 
special session for the.sole purpose of re
moving restrictions and conditions which 
·make it absolutely impossible for a sol
dier even in this country to vote by an 
absentee ballot. That is all I said. The 
only reason for the legislation now be
fore the Senate is because of the very 
condition about which the Senator from 
Michigan is now complaining. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I understand 
that fully. The fact remains that cer
tainly the Governors and legislatures of 
the States were put under a period of 
heavy pressure and argument from 
countless different sources during the 
last few weeks and month or two to 
get their States in position to provide 
early absentee-ballot laws for their serv
ice men and women. 

What I am now complaining about is 
that when my State, among others, goes 

to that extreme-and we are very happy 
to do it because we believe in it-we 
should now confront such a situation 
that apparently all this effort, or most 
of it, is to be invalid and futile--

Mr. LUCAS. No. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. Or at least that 

there is to be no guaranty that the State 
ballot is to· have comparable considera
tion with the Federal ballot. 

Mr. LUCAS. I agree with the last 
statement made by the Senator. The 
State ballot will not have a comparable 
position with the Federal uniform bal
lot; and if it did have, the legislation 
now proposed would never have been in
troduced in the S~nate of the United 
States. That is the real purpose of it. 
It is because Qf all the reasons which 
have been assigned by the Army and the 
Navy with respect to the complications 
which are involved in attempting to get 
a State ballot to the soldiers everywhere 
in the United ·States and in all parts of 
the globe that the Federal ballot meas
ure is with us. The Senator is con
stantly making the argument that we 
have here from the beginning been striv
ing to provide a uniform Federal ballot. 
He sets forth the view that the States 
do not know what they are doing with 
respe<;t to calling special sessions of their 
legislatures ~nd that they are. calling 
them under some sort of a deluswn that 
they are going to get ballots to the sol
diers everywhere through plane priority. 
I unde:rtal{e to say there never has been 
anything in the legislation which would 
cause any Governor to call a special ses
sion with the understanding that he was 
going to get the State ballots placed on 
the same basis as the Federal ballots. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
can the Senator tell me whether anyone 
ever heard, until December 30, of any 
proposal to limit the transportation of 
State ballots to those of a weight of eight
tenths of an ounce? 

Mr. LUCAS. That may be true; I do 
not know whether the Army and tl).e 
Navy had made a thorough and ex
haustive study and search with respect 
to all the ballots which would be re
quired in connection with elections in all 
the States and all the counties and all the 
cities in which the population is 25,000 
or over. The Census Bureau of the De
partment of Commerce recently said 
that-

In 1942 elections in the United States for 
Federal, State, county, and municipal offices 
il_ Cities having a population of over 25,000 
were held on 99 different dates; that is to 
say, elections for the above offices occurred 
somewhere in the United States on 1 day 
out of every 4 day'l throughout the year. 

It can readily be seen how adminis
tratively impossible it would be for the 
Army and the Navy to carry out ef
fectively such enormous responsibilities, 
in view of the fact that elections are be
ing held somewhere in this country every 
4 days. If they are to do it for one, 
tt.ey must do it for all. The only way 
to meet the situation is to have the uni
form Federal ballot, and the only reason 
why the bill for the uniform Federal 
ballot is before the Senate today is be
cause of what was said in the Depart-

ment of Commerce report and because of 
what the Army and the Navy said. 

Let me read a statement from the 
Secretary of War and the Secretary of 
the Navy: 

The War Department believes that it is its 
duty to call these practical difficulties to the 
attention of the Congress. It would en
deavor, to the best of its ability, to administer 
whatever laws the States might enact pur
suant to congressional recommendation. But 
the exigencies of war circumscribe coopera
tion. With but a single law to administer, 
involving a single air-carriage of lightweight 
ballots in bulk overseas and a single air-car
riage of such ballots in bulk back to America, 
the accomplishment of servicemen voting 
outside of the United States remains only a 
possibility. Anything more onerous than 
such a procedure would be, to the extent of 
its burden in space, time, and diversity, a 
more remote possibility. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
let me ask the Senator one other ques- . 
tion, and then I shall subside, at least 
temporarily. On page 37, the language 
in respect to the transportation of the 
Federal ballot reads as follows: 

SEc. 11. The Secretaries of War and Navy 
and other appropriate authorities shall take 
.all steps necessary to give to the transmission 
and delivery of ballots and· communications 
under this title priority over all unofficial 
communications and priority over official 
communications except where, in the judg
ment of the appropriate military and naval 
authorities, such priority would interfere 
with the effective prosecution of the war. 

In other words, it remains completely 
and totally discretionary. 

Mr. LUCAS. That is correct. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. Why is not the 

Senator willing to apply precisely the 
same language and the same discretion 
to the State ballots? 

Mr. LUCAS. It gets right back to the 
point the Senator is discussing: It can
not be done. I am not going to be a 
party to legislation which will say to the 
States, "Well, there is this possibility, 
and you can depend upon me to do ev
erything I can do to see that the Army 
and the Navy carry this out." 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
let me inquire as to what the Senator is 
now saying. Is he saying that there is no 
hope for the delivery of State ballots? 

Mr. LUCAS. I just now read the 
statement to the Senator, and it cannot 
be read too many times. It is the state
ment of the position · of tlie Army and 
Navy: 

Anything more onerous than such a pro
cedure would be, to the extent of its burden 
in space, time, and· diversity, a more remote 
possibility. 

The Army and the Navy said that in 
the first instance there is a possibility 
that ·they cannot even make delivery of 
the uniform Fed~ral ballots, but that 
anything more onerous than that would 
make it a remote possibility. I take the 
same position in view of the statement 
which has been made time after time by 
the experts from the Army and the Navy 
who have made a particular study of this 
matter. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Then title II is 
equally remote and equally improbable 
of any hopeful or effective use; is not 
that true? 
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Mr. LUCAS. Insofar as section 11 is 

concerned-the section dealing with 
priorities-it does deal with the Federal 
ballot. That does not mean that the 
Federal ballot is going to have plane 
priority. If the Congress of the United 
States sees fit to pass the uniform 
Federal ballot law, within the next 30 
days, those ballots could go out in bulk. 
Because they are uniform, they eould go 
everywhere, and the same ballot would 
apply to the soldier in New Guinea and to 
the soldier in Africa. It would not be 
necessary to take those by plane priority. 
But as to the ballots themselves, after 
they are ex-ecuted, we do ask tpat they be 
brought back by plane priority. The 
Senator will remember that under the 
bill a certain day is set aside for the 
soldiers to vote, in whatever area they 
may be training or fighting. · Then the 
ballots will be collected, and all coming 
from that area will be placed in a bag 
and sent back by plane to the United 
States. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I 
am sure the Senator will agree that we 
want to be frank with the States about 
this matter. 

Mr. LUCAS. I want to be frank with 
the States, and I have tried to be frank 
with the States from the beginning. If 
the States could have done the job, there 
never would have been any Federal legis
lation before us. Candor is the real rea
son for Federal legislation. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator be kind enough to oe 
frank, and to state what his message is to 
the Governor and the Legislature of 
Michigan, respecting any advantage they 
may hope to obtain by way of amending 
the Michigan absentee voters' law so that 
Michigan servicemen and servicewomen 
will be able to have the advantage of total 
suffrage? Will the Senator state to them 
now, through me, in the REcORD, what 
use there is in having any Michigan legis
lative action taken upon this problem, 
and what advantage we might hope to 
have accrue therefrom? 

Mr. LUCAS. I am not familiar with 
the election laws of the State of 
Michigan; and until I make an examina
tion of those election laws, I will say 
frankly to the Senator, I do not think I 
would be competent to advise the Gov
ernor and the Legislature of Michigan 
what they could do in the way of amend
ing the State laws so as to help in the 
present situation. 

However, I did write a letter to the 
Governor of my State, making certain 
suggestions, saying that I thought the 
legislature could pass certain laws which 
would give the servicemen serving in con
tinental United States an opportunity to 
vote for everyone on the ticket; and I 
commended the Governor of Illinois for 
calling the legislature into session in 
order to have it remove the unusual re
striction which requires five mail services 
before a man can vote an absentee ballot. 
In Tilinois, a man could not vote an 
absentee ballot if he were serving at 
Camp Meade, Md., for instance, unless 
there were five mail services within a 
period of 30 days. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 

Mr. BROOKS. The restrictions the 
Senator speaks of have now been re
moved by the legislature of Dlinois. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator is correct. 
Mr. BROOKS. And if the Army and 

Navy authorities had not made an arbi
trary ruling about what weight of ballots 
they would carry, the soldiers would have 
the maximum opportunity for complete 
suffrage, would they not? 

Mr. LUCAS. I would not say the max
imum opportunity for complete suffrage, 
because we are dealing with 48 States--

Mr. BROOKS. I am talking about 
the State of Illinois, and the sons and 
daughters of Illinois. ·would not they, 
under our law, have the maximum op
portunity if there were not that restric
tion on the weight of ballots? 

Mr. LUCAS. No;. I would not say so. 
I would not say that the 45-day limita
tion adopted by the State legislature was 
sufficient. In my letter to the Governor 
I recommended that 60 days be the min
imum. I also recommended to the 
Governor that . the father, mother, 
brother, sister, or next of kin be allowed 
to make the application immediately, as 
was done in the State of West Virginia. 
Until that kind of legislation is ·enacted 
in each State, as I see it there will not be 
the maximum opportunity for those men 

•to vote in the coming election. 
Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, will the 

Senator further yield? -
Mr. LUCAS. I shall yield in a mo

ment. The Army and Navy have deft-· 
nitely stated that they cannot handle 
the ballots from every State in the 
Union. We have 102 counties in Illinois. 

·We have 102 different kinds of tickets 
in Illinois. If the Army and Navy are 

· going to carry State ballots in the same 
manner as they carry the uniform Fed
eral ballot, they will have to carry 102 
Illinois ballots to every camp in this 
country and every camp overseas. No 
one knows where the 700,000 or 800,000 
boys are serving. The letters written 
some time ago by the Secretary of War 
and the Secretary of the Navy stated 
that they will not give the names, serial 
numbers, and military addresses of serv
icemen voters. They will give no data 
as to military or naval establishments at 
which servicemen voters of the States 
are located. So when we are attempt
ing to deal with a uniform Federal bal
lot-a uniform write-in ballot-it is an 
entirely different problem from dealing 
with 102 different ballots with the names 
printed on them. In the State of Dlinois 
there would be 102 different ballots, to 
be sent to every camp in this country 
and every camp overseas, because we do 
not know where the boys are serving. 
In order not to miss any of them, the 
ballots would have to be sent everywhere. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. KILGORE: Is it not a fact that 

under the present system, with the men 
moving about so rapidly, even if a di
rectory were prepared, the directory , 
would be out of date before it was re
ceived? 

Mr. LUCAS. The testimony showed 
that 60 days would be required before a 
directory could be prepared giving the 

addresses, and that, at the end of the 
60 days, from 600,000 to 800,000 would 
have moved from where they were when 
the cataloging process was started. 
Every day 10,000 men are moving to new 
locations. All one has to do is to get 
on a train and see the number of serv
icemen coming and going everywhere. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. TAFT. I should like to examine 

the statement that the Army and Navy 
cannot transport these ballots abroad. 
I have been told, and I think the reports 
show, that by next November there will 
be approximately five and a. half million 
men abroad. Assume that of the five 
and a half million men, 4,000,000 will vote. 
I think that is a very liberal allowance, 
because many of them are not qualified, 
or may not desire to vote. Certainly 
4,000,000 would represent the maximum 
which would apply for State ballots. As
sume that the ballots weigh 2 ounces 
each, which, I understand, is about an 
average for State ballots. There would 
be 250 tons of ballots. I challenge the 
assertion of the Army and Navy that 
they cannot carry by air 250 tons of bal
lots. I am told that today nearly 10,0CO 
tons are being carried by air over the 
"hump" in China, the most difficult place 
in the world for flying. Now, in order to 
conduct an election they cannot carry 
250 tons by air. 

Furthermore, is it not true that, so far 
as the European theater is concerned, 
where far more than half the men are 
s~rving, the ballots could go by boat and 
return by boat, if the States would allow 
60 days for the ballots? 

Mr. LUCAS. That is the point I have 
been making right along. If the States 
will allow sufficient time, there is no 
doubt that a great number of the service
men will have an opportunity to vote. 

Mr. TAFT. Every State that I know of 
is prepa-red to change the dates of its 
primaries, and do anything to give the 
men 60 days, so as to make sure the bal
lots are delivered. I do not see how the 
State of West Virginia can allow 89 days 
unless it is willing to assume that the 
President is to be nominated for a fourth 
term at the Democratic convention. On 
the basis of that assumption, it can print 
the ballots 89 days in advance. Other
wise it cannot. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I should 
like to continue to talk about the bill 
rather than politics. 

Mr. TAFT. Aside from that question 
if the States will enact laws allowing 60 
days, the ballots can be printed as soon 
as the Democratic candidate is nomi
nated. In Ohio we are about to enact 

. such a law. Our ballots can be printed 
the moment the Democratic candidate is 
nominated. So far as the State of Ohio 
is concerned, State nominations are made 
in May. I cannot understand why those 
ballots cannot be taken by boat to the 
whole European and African theater, 
thereby reducing the 250 tons to 100 tons. 
I cannot see why the Army and Navy 
cannot carry 100 tons by air to the Pa
cific area and other parts of the world. 
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The truth is that from the beginning 

the Army and Navy have been deter
mined to have Federal ballots. They 
have been determined not to have State 
ballots. Every statement they have made 
has been to that effect. This . week the 
statement made to the House commit
tee by the Secretary of War· is distinctly 
in that direction. I do not wish to call 
it a partisan statement, but it is a state
ment in favor of one kind of measure be
fore Congress as opposed to another kind 
being considered by the House committee. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I hope 
the Senator will not take any more of 
my time. I hope he does not consider 
Secretaries Knox and Stimson as par
tisans, unless he is talking about Repub
licans. 

Mr. TAFT. In my opinion Secretaries 
Knox and Stimson are today working for 
a fourth term. I say that in the most 
kindly spirit. It is only natural that men 
who have the responsibility which they 
have are convinced that their continu
ance in office after the next election is 
essential to the welfare of the world and 
of this country. 

Mr.-BARKLEY. Mr. President, is the 
Senator from Ohio going to try to con
vince the people of Ohio that his pres
ence here is equally indispensable? 

Mr. TAFT. I think it is perfectly 
natural on their part. I only say that 
they have assumed a partisan position 
in connection with this bill, and that I 
do not believe what they say regarding 
the inability of the War and Navy De
partments to transmit the ballots to sol
diers throughout the world. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President
Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I will not 

yield further. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen

ator declines to yield. 
Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield to me so that I may 
submit an amendment? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield for that purpose. 
Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, mi 

behalf of myself, the Senator from Ten
nessee [Mr. McKELLAR], the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. MCCLELLAN], the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr~ OvERTON], 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANK
HEAD], the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
RussELL], the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BYRD], and the Senator from North Car
olina [Mr. BAILEY], I submit an amend
ment and ask that it lie on the table and 
be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will lie on the table and be 
printed. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. No; I decline to yield. 
Mr. FERGUSON. I should like to ex

plain the history of this section. 
Mr. LUCAS. Let me say a word in re

ply to my distinguished friend from 
Ohio, who has brought the political issue 
into this discussion. I wish to say a 
word or two about Secretaries Stimson 
and Knox. -

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield to me so that I may 
submit an amendment? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 

Jylr. OVERTON. I submit an amend
ment which I ask to have lie on the table 
and be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment submitted by the Senator 
from Louisiana will lie on the table and 
be printed. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I am 
shocked at the statements made by the 
very distinguished Senator from Ohio. 
The -Senator from Ohio is on record as 
being in favor of the original bill which 
was i.ntroduced by the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. GREEN] and myself. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. In a moment. The 
~enator has already consumed a great 
deal of my time. 

Mr. TAFT. That statement is not 
_true. 

Mr. LUCAS. Did not the Senator vote 
for my bill? 

Mr. TAFT. I voted against the East
land amendment, but if the Eastland 
amendment had faileP, - I had another 
proposal, which I intended to offer as an 
amendment to this bill. I never stated 
that I was in favor of the Senator's bill, 
nor am I on record to that effect. 

Mr. LUCAS. Perhaps I should be cor
rected. The Senator did vote against 
the Eastland amendment. I had a right 
to assume that he was voting along 
statesmanlike lines, but perhaps I am 
mistaken. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
. dent, will the Senator yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. LUCAS. I am glad to yield to my 
good friend the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I merely 
wish to express my indignation at the 
idea that the Senator from Ohio would 
charge Stimson and Knox with being 
members of the Democratic Party. 

Mr. LUCAS. That was what I was . 
about to address myself to for a moment. 
I regret that I am compelled to . talk 
about that issue. I did not think we 
would have to discuss it. I barely know 
Colonel Stimson. I do know Colonel 
Knox very well. Since I have been in 
tl;le Senate, I have never yet heard any
one on the Republican side of the aisle, 
so far as I can remember, commend 
_either one of these men for leaving re
sponsible private positions and coming 
to Washington in the greatest crisis the 
country has ever faced to attempt to do 
a conscientious piece of work in behalf 
of their country. I have no brief for 
either one of these men. They owe me 
nothing and I owe them nothing. How
ever, I believe I recognize patriots when 
I see them. I undertake to say that 
Henry Stimson is one of the great patri
ots of the Nation. He had vision and 
"guts" to back up what he saw coming 
in the long ago. If we had followed his 
advice back in 1931, we might not be 
debating today in the.United States Sen
ate on the right of soldiers to vote. For 
the Senator from Ohio to rise on the 
floor of the Senate and make the charge 
that Mr. Stimson and Mr. Knox are 
campaigning for the fourth term is 
purely political _ poppycock of the high
est type, and he knows it. 

Mr. _BARKLEY. Mr. President, I 
should llke to amend the Senator's state
ment by saying that it is of the lowest 
type. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator may be cor
rect; whether high or low it is still politi
cal poppycock. 

Mr. President, the soldiers' voting bill 
for some cause or other, has reached th~ 
point where some individuals are willing 
to charge other individuals with almost 
anything if they can throw up a smoke 
screen as to their real reason why they 
a:·e not going to vote for the Lucas-Green 
bill. That is the truth of the matter. I 
have been charged with almost every
thing by certain persons, as well as a seg
me?t of the press, with respect to my 
att1~ude and my interest in this bill. I 
am m the same class as Knox and Stim
son. I am in pretty good company, too. 
I am glad to be so classified. 

Mr. President, last summer I made an 
exa~ination of what had happened to 
Publlc Law 712, insofar as the men and 
women in the armed services having an 
opportunity to vote was concerned and 
discovered that only 28,00.0 of the p~ten
tia_l number in the Army of 5,000,000 had 
really cast their ballots. It was at that 
time that I came back to Washington 
and started to do some research work in 
connection with how the mechanics of 
Public Law No. 712 could be amended in 
order to give the servicemen an oppor
tunity to vote. 
· Last July I made the statement in Chi

cago t_hat every man on every ship, on 
every Island, and on every continent, yea 
wherever he was fighting, should have a 
real opportunity to vote, and I have never 
made any change in that statement. I 
make no change today, and I care not 
whether the sentiment of the soldiers 
and sailors is Democratic or Republican. 
I ca.re not whether they are against Knox 
or Stimson or for them. I care not 
whether they are in favor of the Presi
dent of the United States, or opposed to 
him. They have a God-given right un..; 
der the Constitution to exercise their 
franchise. 

If, Mr. President, the long arm of 
Uncle Sam can reach out and literally 
pick up a boy from my home town and 
transport him overnight to England, to 
Africa, or to Guadalcanal, there to die 
for you and me while we stand here and 
debate this issue in the Senate, then I 
undertake to say that Uncle Sam must 
endeavor to get the ballot to that boy. 
All I have attempted to do from the in
ception of this proposed legislation was 
to make the law easier to comply with, 
and to make an unworkable law work
able, if you please. 

That is why I am now interested in 
this bill. , Let it be understood, I am not 
going to start writing my fellow officers 
in the service. I am not going to start 
writing men in the National Guard in 
Illinois who are fellow officers of mine, 
many who are now serving overseas, to 
find out if they want to sneak around 
and take a little sample poll as to how 
the boys are going to vote. I will leave 
it to Mr. Harrison Spangler to take a 
poll of the vote of the boys. 
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Yes, Mr. President, we have been 

charged with politics in connection with 
this bill. Who is playing politics when 
the Senator from Ohio rises and be
littles Colonel Knox and Colonel Stirn-· 
son? Then Spangler comes along with 
his secret vote of the boys overseas. Oh, 
he is interested in a representative prin
ciple of government. He is not inter
ested in seeing how the boys would vote 
over there. If we take Mr. Spangler's 
statement that 56 percent of the boys 

. over there are going to vote Republican, 
the doubting Senators on the Republican 
side of the aisle should v0te accordingly. 
It will please Spangler, their national 
chairman. 

Mr. President, I am sick and tired of 
individuals charging indirectly and with 
innuendo that somebody is trying to do 
something about the fourth term. Let 
Senators on the other side keep on fool
ing around with this bill in the way they 
are doing, and I will guarantee that Mr. 
Roosevelt will be reelected for a fourth 
term. Let them keep on laying blocks 
and rocks in the path of the men in the 
armed forces, and they will finally find 
out what is going to happen. They are 
doing everything possible to aid the 
Democrats as a result of the delaying 
tactics which they have been using here 
in connection with this bill. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
. Mr. VANDENBERG. Is the Senator 
referring to my discussion this after
noon? 

Mr. LUCAS. No. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. I have been in

.terrogating most of the afternoon. 
Mr. LUCAS. There is not a chance 

that I would so refer to the discussion of 
the Senator from Michigan, because he 
is as fair a man as there is in this Cham
ber. I never have any argument with 
.him. He is always friendly and always 
seeks information. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, does the 
Senator care to have me interrupt him 
at this point? 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. P~·esident, I shall be 
glad to be interrupted. However, I do 
not want a speech. 

Mr. TAFT. Only on the main bill. I 
wish to call the Senator's attention to 
the fact that we passed a bill. I invite his 
attentiorl to the fact that his friends in 
the House of Representatives have done 
everything they can possibly do to delay 
and prevent the enactment of the bill. 
The bill was reported by the House com
mittee and is now before the House. The 
very effort made here to bring this bill up 
is an effort to delay the enactment of a 
soldiers' voting bill. It is not a question of 
whether the soldiers should vote or not; 
it is a question of whether the soldiers 
are to be given the opportunity to vote 
by State ballots or by Federal ballots. 

Mr. President'--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 

Senator yield further to the Senator 
from Ohio? 

Mr. LUCAS. I do not yield further, 
because the Senator has not ~sked· a 
question. 

Mr . FERGUSON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 

Mr. FERGUSON. I wish to assure the 
Senator that I am in favor of the Fed
eral ballot bill, as I declared in the Com
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. LUCAS. I know the Senator is in 
favor of such a ballot, and I appreciate 
his help. He has been in favor of the 
Federal uniform ballot all the time. 

Mr. FERGUSON. I should like to ex
plain the theory of the particular pro
vision now under discussion. 

When the original bill was before the 
Senate last December, I proposed an 
amendment to cure what I considered a 
defect in the bill. The amendment pro
vided that steps be taken to assure that 
the State ballot would be carried to the 
soldiers and brought back as the Federal 
ballot would be. 

After conference with Colonel Cutler, 
I decided that it was the opinion o;f the 
representatives of the Army that the pro
vision could not be carried out, and so 
that the public and the States. might 
not be misled, I did not call up that par
ticular amendment. But when the bill 
came before the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections the second time I again 
proposed the identical amendment. It 
was then that we took testimony to de
cide whether or not the amendment 
could be inserted in the bill, and, if it 
could be, whether it could be fairly ad
ministered. After hearing the testi
mony, I came to the conclusion that it 
was not possible to administer it, but 
that if such an amendment were put in 
the bill the Army and Navy would. at 
least attempt to effectuate it to the best 
of their ability. So it is because of that 
condition that we have the difference be
tween the Federal ballot and the State 
ballot. One difficulty is that the Federal 
ballot shall have priority over official as 
well as unofficial mail. The other is that 
on page 44, beginning with line 4, this 
provision is found: 

The Secretaries of War and Navy shall, so 
far as practicable and compatible with mili
tary operations, take all reasonable measures 
to facilitate delivery and return of absentee 
ballots mailed to members of the armed forces 
pursuant to the laws of the several States. 

Colonel Cutler, in his testimony, was 
frank to say that if we incorporated in 
the bill the same provision with refer
ence to State ballots which was adopted 
in relation to the Federal ballot we could 
not hope that it would be taken care of 
in the same way. I think he had a 
proper and adequate explanation for his 
statement so far as the Army and Navy 
are concerned. I believe the morale of 
the boys at the front would be much 
higher if they · were able to get mail 
promptly from their parents and families 
back home. It was for that reason that 
we adopted the provision found in the 
bill. I think it is clear in the bill that 
the Army and Navy do not intend to use 
the same means and facilities, that is 
by air, in transporting the State ballots 
as they do in transporting the Federal 
ballots. I think the bill so shows upon 
its face. It clearly shows that they will 
do what they can, what is practicable 
and compatible with military operations; 
but I still .think that several States 
should see to the enactment of laws that 
will give as mlfch time as possible, so 
that the State ballots may be transported 

by boat or other means rather than by 
air mail. While we should not hold out 
too much hope that they will be trans
ported to the soldiers and returned, yet 
if the war is going well with us as we 
hope it will, then the State ballots will go 
across and will be returned. 

I think this section clearly indicates to 
each State that it is really their duty in 
order that soldiers who are their citi
zens may vote State ballots, to advance 
their primary dates and allow at least 
65 days between the dates when the bal
lots are printed and the time when they 
shall be returned to be counted. 

That, I think, is a fair history of this 
provision. I believe it means just what 
it says, that while the Army and Navy 
will not lay aside priority on their offi
cial mail and priority on the Federal 
ballot, they intend to use what facilities 
they have to see that the State ballots 
are cast. I wanted this statement to 
ap~-ear in the RECORD so that each State 
will feel that it has something to look 
forward to if it will advance the dates 
and put its election laws in proper order. 
I can only recommend to the States that 
they do their very best to keep the size 
and weight of their State and local bal
lrts to the lowest minimum so that the 
Army and Navy may be able to transport 
them with the least possible weight, thus 
permitting them to transport more mu
nitions at the same time the ballots are 
being transported. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President-
Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, before 

yielding, I wish to compliment the Sen
ator from Michigan upon the very clear
cut statement he has made with respect 
to that very important and vital issue. 
I now yield to the Senator from Ken
tucky. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ap
preciate the frank statement the Sena
tor from Michigan has made of his atti
tude in this matter. What he has said 
and the situation which he has described 
make it imperative that the States 
facilitate with all possible speed the 
printing and handling and readiness of 
their ballots so that they may be trans
ported by whatever method is practicable 
to the soldiers wherever they may be. 

Mr. FERGUSON. That is true. 
Mr. BARKLEY. So that they may 

exercise the right cf voting for all candi
dates locally as well as nationally, if 
they want to do that. 

Mr. FERGUSON. That is also correct. 
It was with that idea that I wanted to get 
the :floor in order to explain the real 
meaning of this provision so that the 
States would not feel that there is no 
chance of their soldiers voting for State 
officers. 

I think we must all recognize, as the 
Army and Navy recognize, that the boys 
and the men at the front must receive 
mail in the regular channels so far as 
their families are concerned, because it 

· is essential to take care of their morale; 
but we must do all we can to see that as 
many State ballots as possible are sent to 
the soldiers and sailors at the front and 
elsewhere. That was the thought I had 
in mind, and I hope that every State of 
the Union will do all it can to have the 
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·men at the front vote not only for Fed
eral officials but for State officials, be
cause our Government goes right down 
into the lowest office at home as well as 
to the top offices in Washington. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President-
Mr. LUCAS. I yield to the Senator 

from Nebraska. . 
Mr. WHERRY. I thank the Senator 

from Illinois for his statement and ex
planation. The State Legislature in Ne
braska has not as yet convened. It is 
waiting to hear what procedure it should 
adopt in order to enact a ballot law 
which will correspond with the Federal 
act and provide the most feasible way 
for Nebraska soldiers to vote. 

I voted for the Eastland amendment to 
the original soldiers' voting bill, not be
cause of the question raised as to the 
qualifications of electors, since every 
State has already taken care of that, but 
because it seemed to me the original bill 
did not provide opportunity to vote for 
local tickets from Governor down when 
it was providing for a Federal ballot. I 
think I understand, from the explana
tion made this afternoon, the difficulties 
involved. 

There is a question I should like to ask 
the Senator from Illinois if he will be 
kind enough to answer. I do not want to 
keep him on the floor any longer than he 
wishes but inasmuch as he has suggested 
the advisability, insofar as possible, of 
permitting fathe:::s and mothers or the 
next of kin to make application for ab
sentee voters, and since I was not present 
when the Senator made answer to the 
·so-called Danaher amendment, in view 
of the fact that this is a question of 
transportation and it is admitted, ap
parently, by both sides of the aisle that 
there will be some doubt whether or not 
there will be any local candidates · voted 
'for at all, because of the inability to 
transport ballots, what would be the ob
jection, if the Senator cares to answer 
the question, to taking the next step and 
letting the next of kin be given power of 
attorney and permitting the father or 
mother to vote for the soldier so as to 
eliminate all difficulty as to transporta
tion. If the Senator can briefly answer 
the question, I shall appreciate it. 

Mr. LUCAS. I shall be glad to try to 
answer as best I can. My only thought 
with respect to having the father or 
mother or next of kin make application 
for a ballot had to do with the matter of 
expedition. It would take off the soldier 
the responsibility of assuming the initia
tive in the first instance to write for the 
ballot. He is a busy man. He may be out 
in the field for 10 days on maneuvers, or 
he may be in the front line for 3 or 4 
days, and when he comes back he wants 
a rest and does not want to spend time 
writing home for a ballot. That was the 
main reason, I think, for West Virginia 
enacting its law, and I think it is a very 
good provision which should be followed 
by other States, because every father or 
mother or next of kin has the addre~s 
and serial number of their soldi-er relative 
and they would be sufficiently interested 
to make application on the first day. 

Now, with respect to voting by proxy: 
in my judgment the very heart of suf
frage is violated when voting by proxy is 

·permitted-and that was the primary 
reason I was against the amendment of 
the Senator from Connecticut-because 
if there are 11,000,000 men in the service 
and 8,000,000 of them vote by proxy 
8,000,000 other people will be looking over 
their shoulders, so to speak, and seeing 
exactly where the cross mark is made. 
The Senate went into that on a previous 
occasion, and I do not care to discuss 
it at this time. But those are the two 
basic reasons why I cannot support the 
Danaher amendment. 

When the original V-mail provision 
was before the Senate a bit of secrecy 
was violated in connection with the V
mail in the first bill. I was charged at 
that time, as a result of the V -mail pro
vision, with being in a conspiracy to 
steal the soldiers' votes, so we eliminated 
that. I do not wish to be charged by 
·someone with a conspiracy in regard to 
the soldiers' vote bill, and I am afraid 
I should be if I supported the Danaher 
amendment. 

Mr. TUNNELL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Illinois yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. TUNNELL. It seems to me, from 

statements which have been made on the 
floor of the Senate today, that a misun
derstanding might prevail with reference 
to the attitude of the War and Navy De
partments. My understanding is that 
the Army and the Navy have both ex
pressed their desire to do everything 
they can to forward the movement to 
enable the servicemen to vote. Is not 
that true? 

Mr. LUCAS. There is no doubt about 
il. . 

Mr. TUNNELL., With regard to State 
elections, as well as Federal elections? 

Mr. LUCAS. That is correct. 
Mr. TUNNELL. They have never said 

they would not do what they were di
rected to do in the way of facilitating 
voting, but they have said there were 
some things they did not believe they 
could do. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator is correct. 
Mr. TUNNELL. I have not known of 

anything which the Secretary of the 
Navy or the Secretary of War has said 
which would justify anyone standing on 
the floor of the Senate and stating he 
did not believe him. 

Mr. LUCAS. We trust them with the 
lives of our boys; we trust them with the 
very existence of the Nation. We should 
be able to trust the ballots with Henry 
Stimson and Frank Knox. These 11,-
000,000 soldiers have this Nation in their 
hands right at this hour. They have the 
lives of 137,000,000 people of America in 
their hands, and they are being directed 
by · Secretary ·Stimson and Secretary 
Knox, and by General Marshall and Ad
miral King. 

Stimson and Knox would have nothing 
to do with the distribution of the ballots. 
It would all be done through officers 
under them, and as a Democrat, and as 
as an American vitally interested in 
everything that is going on in this world 
at the moment, I am willing to trust and 
have faith in men such as Henry Stimson 
and Frank Knox. I am willing to place 
my confidence in men such as Marshall 
and King. God knows they have done a 

great job since December 7, .1941, and if 
the American people do not have faith 
and confidence in the military and na '~:al 
men on whose training and education at 
West Point and Annapolis we have spent 
literally billions of dollars, over many 
years past, th~n the home front is likely 
to break in twain. If they cannot do the 
job, then God help us, insofar as saving 
America is concerned. 

Mr. TUNNELL. I will ask the Senator 
whether he has seen or heard anything 
from the Secretary of War or the Secre
tary of the Navy or the War Department 
or the Navy Department, indicating that 
there is any attempt on their part to play 
petty party politics with the pending bill. 

Mr. LUCAS. I h~.ve not seen any- . 
thing from either one of those Depart
ments other than zealous industry and 
honest work. The men who have come 
before our committee representing those 
Departments are as fine gentlemen as I 
have ever seen before any committee of 
which I have been a member since I have 
been in the United Siates Congress. 
Colonel Cutler is former corporation 
counsel of the city of Boston. He came 
to Washington as a civilian to do a job 
in our war effort, and he has put in hours 
and hours and days and days in connec
tion with our bill, and all its ramifica
tions and technicalities, and he is one of 
the officers upon whom we are depend
ing. He is a Republican from Massa
chusetts, not a Democrat. 

Then there is Captain Ramsey, of the 
Navy Department, who has been all 
through the naval operations in the 
southwest Pacific in this war. He was 
before us representing the Navy Depart
ment in connection with the legislative 
proposal we are considering. 

Those men have definitely testified 
time and time again that they are not 
interested in any particular bill, that they 
will attempt to administer, to the best 
of their skill and ability, with the facili
ties at their command, any law which 
Congress may enact, but they do point 
out certain things which cannot be done. 
Whom are we to believe? Are we to 
take the statement of a Senator who 
pulls out of thin air 250 tons or 150 tons 
of shipping with respect to transporting 
the ballots, or are we to take the word 
of these men, who know something about 
the situation? , 

Mr. TUNNELL. The Senator heard 
Colonel Cutler tell the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections that the Army 
and the Navy would do everything in 
their power to facilitate State voting as 
well as Federal voting, did he not? 

Mr. LUCAS. He made it most em
phatic. 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Illinois yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. BONE. :t am curious about one 

aspect of the bill, which has to do with 
the mechanics of the measure. It seems 
to me there is likely to be a lag between 
the soldier actually voting and the re
ception of the votes in the States and the 
counting of the votes. I was wondering 
whether the bill provides any sort of 
dead line, so that votes arriving late, or 
later than some definite period, would.be 
counted. I can easily imagine such a 
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situation arising that perhaps thousands 
of votes would come in after some pro
scription in the bill which sets up a dead 
line. I wondered how that was worked 
out. 

Mr. LUCAS. Let me say to the able 
Senator -from Washington that in our 
proposal we state definitely that the votes 
must be in the hands of the State elec
tion officials in accordance with the laws 
of the particular States. In other words; 
some States will count absentee ballots 
3 or 4 days after they arrive, while others 
provide they must be in the hands of the 
election officials a day in advance of the 
election, others on th~ day of the elec
tion. Whatever the State laws provide, 
we have cooperated along that line. We 
want the States to say whether a ballot 
is legal. Of course, if the ballot arrives 
late, it would not be counted. Does that 
answer the Senator's question? 

Mr. BONE. It does. I was constrained 
to inquire about the matter because I 
heard an amusing story a few days ago, 
which was probably just a story, about 
an Army officer who had' not heard from 
his wife for 3 months, and who had been 
reading about the delays and about the 
enormous piles of mail on the docks. So 
he wrote his wife saying he was going 
to get a divorce from her for forgetting 
him·. He got his letter off to his wife, 
and the next day received 50 letters from 
her. They had been in transit, prob
ably, for 3 or 4 months. That is merely 
a humorous story, but it illustrates what 
I have in mind, that, due to frequent and 
vexatious delays of mail, some of these 
soldier votes might not get back to the 
States for a month after the date desig
nated for counting them, and it would 
work a hardship on soldiers who had 
really tried to vote. 

Mr. LUCAS. I agree with the Senator 
in that. The Senator is now discussing 
the State . ballot--

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, I am 
always glad to listen to the Senator from 
Illinois, but I cannot hear what he is 
now saying. 

Mr. LUCAS. I am sorry. Insofar as 
the uniform Federal ballot is concerned, 
as provided in the bill, that ballot is car
ried direct to the field where the soldier 
is either fighting or training. The votes 
are gathered up, after the soldiers exe
cute them in secrecy, and are returned 
under plane priority. They come di
rectly back to the war ballot commis
sion, and the testimony shows that there 
is not a place where the men are fighting 
or training where the ballots cannot be 
delivered, with plane priority, in from 
4 to 6 days. 

Mr. BONE. I think the drafters of the 
bill have wrapped up in it provisions 
which seem adequately competent to ac
complish the purpose in mind. Perhaps 
I should not have raised the issue at all. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator is correct in 
raising the issue, and I am glad to give 
him the answer. 

Mr. BONE. I am interested only in ac
cording the soldiers the opportunity to 
vote. They are being shot at and killed. 
I myself am not much concerned with 
the mechanics of the bill, but I do want 
to see the right of the soldier to vote as
sured. I see the bill _has been broadened 

so that provision can be made also for 
the soldiers voting for State officials. 

Mr. LUCAS. That is what we have 
been talking about. The provisions of 
the bill do not go quite that far; but it 
does encourage State officials to change 
their laws, to remove the restrictions and 
regulations and conditions which now 
exist in the State laws so as to make it 
easier to send the ballots from the State 
and have them returned. 

Mr. BONE. I submit that we cannot 
legislate concerning State voting, but 
wherever we can facilitate it I think it 
is a splendid idea to do so. 

Mr. LUCAS. And we encourage it. We 
can do nothing about it under the Con
stitution other than to encourage it. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. DANAHER. With reference to the 

subject which has been under discussion 
concerning cooperation with the States, 
under title II, 'I should like to call the 
Senator's attention to page 32, lines 7 to 
13. I will ask a question with respect to 
that subject now. The provision reads: 

(f) Where the Secretary_of War or the Sec
retary of the Navy determines that the trans
m ission abroad of any material required to be 
prepared and printed by the provisions of 
this section is inexpedient because of trans
portation difficulties or for other reasons aris
ing from the conduct of the war, the Com
mission is authorized to arrange for such 
material to be printed outside the Unit€d 
States. 

Now, is it not possible that in an at
tempt to cooperate with the States we 
might hold out to them by a provision of 
this title, title I, that if they have their 
ballots in readiness, have a mat, if you 
like, all prepared to be distributed to 
the various theaters of war, under the 
language of the bill on page 32, in lines 
7 to 13, which I have just read, the ma
terial with reference to State ballots 
could be printed? · 

Mr. LUCAS. I will say to the Senator 
that I agree that if that could be done 
it ought to be done, · but as a practical 
proposition ,it simply will not work. 
Take, for instance, the Senator's own 
State of Connecticut. Let us assume we 
are going to say to the soldiers now in 
London that we will print a mat, and 
inform them of the names of all the 
candidates who have been nominated in 
the primary, and whose names are on 
the ticket. There will be a long ballot. 
It will be necessary to get that ballot to 
every camp outside the continental 
limits of the United States and to every 
camp within the United States, because 
no one knows where the Connecticut sol
diers are located. I merely mention that 
to the Senator to show him how imprac
ticable it would be to do that sort of 
thing. 

With respect to a uniform Federal bal
lot, that is a different proposition. The 
ballot means just what it says. It is a 
uniform Federal ballot. It is a write-in 
ballot. It does not make any ·difierence 
where it is sent; it is going to apply to 
the soldiers alike everywhere. 

Mr. DANAHER. I have in mind that 
it is entirely possible that in north 
Africa between now and, say, Septem
ber 1,. or August 15, printing presses 

which are already there, which are 
already printing materials which are 
being distributed among the armed 
forces, could in turn be utilized for the 
printing of at least a uniform Connecti
cut ballot. Could not such a thing be 
done; and if so, in view of the fact that 
a great many soldiers will not be eligi
ble to vote, anyway, and a great many 
more will not do so, the matter of trans
mission or returning the executed bal
lots would not present any such problem 
as getting blank ballots to them? 

Mr. LUCAS. Would the Senator want 
the Army and the Navy to do that for 
the State of Connecticut and not for the 
other States? 

Mr. DANAHER. I am asking if it is 
not feasible for lists of nominees to be 
prepared?· I am sure that in any event 
Yank, or Stars and Stripes, or any of 
the other Government publications will 
be carrying lists of nominees. Surely by 
August 15 we will know whether it is 
RAYBURN or WALLACE WhO is running for 
Vice President. 

Mr. LUCAS. -Perhaps we will know 
whether Mr. DANAHER, of Connecticut, 
is running for Vice President at that 
time. I say that in all seriousness. If 
I were a Republican I would support the 
Senatot. 

Mr. DANAHER. Not on the Demo
cratic ticket. There is no doubt about 
that question. 

Mr. LUCAS. No. I know exactly what 
the Senator wants to do, and I wish it 
could be done. I have said from the 
beginning that I wish that every soldier, 
wherever he serves, may have the ballot 
so as to enable him to vote for candidates 
for every office from sheriff up to Presi
dent of the United States. I think the 
office of sheriff and all others are im
portant. I know the office of President 
of the United States is the most im
portant of all. It simply cannot be done, 
however, in my opinion, and I base that 
opinion upon the testimony of the ex
perts who have appeared before our com
mittee from time to time. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further? 

Mr. LUCAS. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. DANAHER. Is there anywhere in 

the bill a provision that before a voter 
may vote for a party by party designa
tion, the party must have polled a cer
tain percentage of t:Pe vote at the last 
Presidential election. 

Mr. LUCAS. I think that such a pro
vision is in the bill, I may say to the San
ator. 

Mr. DANAHER. It seems to me there 
is something to that effect in the bill, but 
at the moment I do not recall where it is. 
I think a party has to have 10 percent of 
the total vote cast at the last Presidential 
election in order to qualify by party 
designation. Does that conform to the 
Senator's recollection? 

Mr. LUCAS. I think that is correct. 
I am sure it was in the first bill, and I 
think it is in the pending measure. 

Mr. DANAHER. I think it is. Mr. 
President, I should now like to call the 
Senator's attention to pag,e 29, and I 
will read: 

OFFICIAL FEDERAL WAR BALLOT 

Instruction: To vot e, write in the name of 
the candidate of your choice for each omc~ 
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or write in the name of his political party
Democratic, Republican, Progressive, or other. 

What is the Progressive Party to which 
the Senator's bill refers? I notice that 
the word "Progressive" was not in the 
Green-Lucas bill on which the Senate 
acted heretofore. It never appeared in 
any draft of the Green-Lucas bill. How 
does it get into the present bill? 

Mr. LUCAS. It got into it through 
an amendment. · 

Mr. DANAHER. Whose idea was it to 
put the word "Progressive'' in the 
measure? 

Mr. LUCAS. I am not sure that I re
member, but I do not see why the Sen
ator should object. There are some very 
fine people in this country who belong to 
the Progressive Party, and have come to 
the Congress under the "Progressive" 
label. 

Mr. DANAHER. Where can the Sen
ator find a Progressive candidate who 
polled even as much as 1 percent of the 
total vote cast- at the last Presidential 
election? 

Mr. LUCAS. I do not know. It may 
be that the 10-percent provision was 
taken out of the bill. 

Mr. DANAHER. Is it by any chance 
in there in honor of the distinguished 
Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Knox, who, 
in 1912, was known as a Progressive? 

Mr. LUCAS. I do not know about 
that. 

Mr. DANAHER. Or would there be 
any thought on the part of whoever 
placed it in the measure that perhaps 
the vote would be divided on that 
ground? 

Mr. LUCAS. If Republican Senators 
desire to talk about Col. Franlc Knox, 
who, in 1912, rode with the Rough Riders 
under Theodore Roosevelt, very well. I 
cannot help it if certain Republicans-do 
not like the fact that Frank Knox was 
a Progressive, and that he went along 
with Theodore Roosevelt, one of the 
great Americans of all time. 

Mr. DANAHER. No, Mr. President; I 
am talking about the "rough rider" who 
put the word "Progressive" in the bill. 

Mr. LUCAS. There has been a great 
deal of talk about Frank Knox. Appar
ently some Republicans do not like 
Frank Knox, and I do not quite under
stand their attitude. There are many 
who think that because Frank Knox and 
Henry Stimson have come to Washing
ton and served in this great emergency 
under a Democratic administration they 
have committed political treason. As I 
said a moment ago, I have yet to hear 
a single Senator on the Republican side 
of the aisle rise to his feet and make a 
commendatory speech in favor of either 
of these two great Americans. 

Mr. DANAHER. Will the Senator-
Mr. LUCAS. Just a moment, please. 
Mr. DANAHER. I thought the Sena-

tor had concluded. Pardon me. 
Mr. LUCAS. I have yet to hear any 

Senator on the Republican side of the 
aisle make a commendatory speech in 
favor of two great Americans who in my 
humble judgment have given up much in 
order to serve their country in time of 
war. Notwithstanding that, we find this 
constant political skirmishing by theRe
publicans themselves against two of the 

outstanding Republicans in the Nation 
today. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President-
The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. Mc

FARLAND in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Illinois yield to the Senator from 
Kentucky? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield to me in view of-
Mr. LUCAS. I shall yield to the Sen

_ator from Connecticut in a moment. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Even if it be true that 

Colonel Knox strayed away from theRe
publican fold in 1912 as a Progressive, 
did not the Republican Party forgive him 
in 1936 by nominating him for Vice Pres
ident on the ticket with Alf Landon? 

Mr. LUCAS. Yes; I have heard about 
that. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. It seems to be, 
as the Senator from Illinois has said, po
litical treason for a Republican, no mat
ter how patriotic he may be, to accept 
office under a Democratic administra
tion, but, on the other hand, it is the 
height of patriotism and statesmanship 
for a Democrat to change his political 
garments overnight and receive the nom
ination as Republican candidate for Pres
ident of the United States. 

Mr. LUCAS. That is correct; and I 
am not so sure that he is not going to be 
the nominee again, the way things are 
going. I, too, recall something about the 
1940 campaign. I know that Colonel 
Knox, during the 1940 campaign, in edit
ing the Chicago Daily News, notwith
standing he was Secretary of the Navy, 
supported Wendell Willkie for President 
against Franklin D. Roosevelt. But 
President Roosevelt did not remove him 
from the Cabinet because of that. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Senator 

from Illinois certainly is not bragging 
about that; is he? 

Mr. LUCAS. I am not bragging about 
it; I am merely referring to the fact. 
That is all. I believe in fair play. I be
lieve in giving men their just due, 
whether they are Democrats or Republi
cans, in the crisis through which we are 
all passing at the present time. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, if the Sen
ator will yield, let me say that, as I 
recollect my statement, it was merely 
that those gentlemen were working for 
a fourth term. Does the Senator say it 
is an insult to someone to say he is wor"k
ing for a fourth term? 

Mr. LUCAS. Oh, Mr. President, I 
know all about how the Senator oper
ates. He is not fooling anyone. 

Mr. TAFT. That is all I said about 
those gentlemen. I have great respect 
for their ability. I merely say that in 
connection with this particular measure 
they have taken part in a partisan way 
as between the advocates of the different 
bills. I do not refer to political party; 
I do not mean Republicans or Demo
crats. I mean there is a fundamental 
difference as to the kind of ballot. They 
have taken a position as to that legisla
tive question, and I think their position 
is a distinctly prejudiced one. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield to me, let me say that 
I merely wish to observe that, while it 
is not an insult to accuse anyone of being 
in favor of a fourth term, the Senator 
from Ohio meant it as an insult, as ap
plied to either Colonel Knox or Mr. 
Stimson. 

Mr. LUCAS. I do not think the Sen
ator from Ohio would hesitate to insult 
either Colonel Knox or Mr. Stimson, 
judging from what I have heard him 
say in the past. 

Mr. TUNNELL. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield to me, let me say that 
I think the Senator from Ohio seems to 
know more about the matter than does 
either one of the gentlemen to whom he 
has referred. 

Mr. LUCAS. That is what it amounts 
to, that he has better information than 
has either Mr. Stimson or Colonel Knox. 
I remember another Senator who said 
he had better information than was had 
in the State Department about the possi
bility of having war break out in Europe. 
We all remember how wrong he was. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. DANAHER. 'Would the Senator 

object to our including at that point the 
words "Communist or Socialist"? · 

Mr. LUCAS. If the Senator desires to 
include the words "Communist or Social
ist" he can offer such an amendment, 
and we will take it up when the time 
comes. 

Mr. DANAHER. Will the Senator ob
ject to it? 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator can offer it; 
I will not say now whether I would or 
would not object to it. But if the Sen
ator desires to offer an amendment with 
respect to the Communist Party, that is 
all right with me. 

Mr. DANAHER. I thanlc the Senator. 
Mr. LUCAS. I yield the floor. 
Mr. TAFT. I suggest the absence of a 

quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will_ call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, 

and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 
Aiken 
Andrews 
Bailey 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Bone 
Brewster 
Bridges 
Brooks 
Buck 
Burton • 
Bushfield 
Butler 
Byrd 
Capper 
Caraway 
Chandler 
Chavez 
Clark, Mo. 
Connally 
Danaher 
Davis 
Downey 
Eastland 
Ellender 

Ferguson 
George -
Gillette 
Green 
Guffey 
Gurney 
Hatch 
Hawkes 
Hayden 
Hill 
Holman 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Lodge 
Lucas 
McCarran 
McClellan 
McFarland 
McKellar 
Maloney 
Maybank 
Mead 
Millikin 
Moore 
Murdock 
Murray 
Nye 

O'Daniel 
O'Mahoney 
Overton 
Radcliffe 
Reed 
Revercomb 
Reynolds 
Robertson 
RUE sell 
Shipstead 
Smith 
Stewart 
Ta1t 
Thoma!, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Truman 
Tunnell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Wallgren 
Wheeler 
Wherry 
White 
Willis 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the Sen
ator from Vermont [Mr. AUSTIN] has 
been compelled to absent himself be
cause of illness. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy

nine Senators have answered to their 
names. A quorum is present. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the House 
had disagreed to the amendments of ~he 

· Senate to the bill <H. R. 3687) to prov1de 
revenue, and for other -purposes; agreed 
to the conference asked by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and that Mr. DauGHTON, Mr. 
CULLEN, Mr. COOPER, Mr. DISNEY, Mr. 
KNUTSON, Mr. REED of New York, and Mr. 
WooDRUFF of Michigan, were appointed 
managers on the part of the House at the 
conference. 

METHOD OF VOTING BY MEMBERS OF 
ARMED FORCES 

The Senate resumed tp.e consideration 
of the bill <S. 1612) to amend the act of 

' September 16, 1942, which provided a 
method' of voting in time of war by mem
bers of the land and naval forces absent 
from the place of their residence, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, I offer 
an amendment on page 29, in the por
tion after line 8, after the word "Repub
lican", to insert "Socialist, Communist." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair advises the Senator that there is 
already an amendment pending. 

Mr. DANAHERt. Mr. President, what 
is the amendment pending? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
pending amendment is the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. OVERTON], which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 39, line 9, 
after the word "made", it is proposed to 
insert "in accordance with State laws", 
so as to read: "shall be made in accord
ance with State laws by the duly con
stituted election officials." 

And so forth. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, there 

was some confusion. May the amend-
ment be stated again? , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be again stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 39, line 9, 
after the word "made", it is proposed to 
insert "in accordance with State laws", 
so as to read: "shall be made in accord
ance with State laws by the duly consti
tuted election officials." 

And so forth. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I do not know that 

there is any objection to that. 
Mr. GREEN. I do not see any objec

tion to it. 
Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I think it 

would be unfortunate if this amendment 
were adopted without an understanding 
of its full significance. Of course, it 
nullifies sections 1 and 2 of Public Law 
712, which is proposed to be amended by 
the pending bill. 

It will be noted that the bill does not 
make any provision with regard to regis
tration or payment of the poll tax. In
stead it leaves standing sections 1 and 2 
of Public Law 712. Those sections read: 

SECTION 1. In time of war, notwithstand
ing any provision of State law relating to the 
registration of qualified voters, every indi-

vidual absent from the place of his resi
dence and serving in the land or naval forces 
of the United States, including the members 
of the Army Nurse Corps, the Navy Nurse 
Corps, the Women's Navy Reserve, and the 
Women's Army Auxiliary Corps, who is or was 
eligible to register for and is qualified to vote 
at any election under the law of the State 
of his residence, shall be entitled, as pro
vided tn this act, to vote for electors of Presi
dent and VIce President of the United States, 
United States Senators, and Representatives 
in Congress. 

In other words, in section 1 we set aside 
the State laws with regard to registra
tion. 

Section 2 reads as follows: 
SEC. 2. No person In military servlce ln time 

of war shall be required, as a condition of 
voting in any election for President, Vice 
President, electors for President or Vice 
President, or for Senator or Member of the 
House of Representatives, to pay any poll tax 
or other tax or make any other payment to 
any State or political subdivision thereof. 

The intention of the pending amend
ment was clearly stated by the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. OVERTON]. It pro
vides that the determination of the va
lidity of the ballots shall be made in ac
cordance with State laws. In other 
words it would restore all the registra
tion l~ws of the States. At least that is 
the intention of the Senator. The 
amendment would result in a very am
biguous law. I think before we vote on 
the amendment we ought to know 
whether it is proposed to set aside State 
registration laws, or whether it .is not 
proposed to set aside State registration 
laws. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, in view of 
the explanation of the Senator from 
Ohio I think the Senate should under
stand that the adoption of this amend
ment would be very much the same thing 
as voting against the bill itself, because 
the two principal things which stood in 
the way of voting by men in the armed 
services apart from the qualification of 
voters, ~ere the election requirements of 
registration and of paying a poll tax. 

The theory on which the whole bill is 
based is this: The Federal Government, 
under its general war powers, has taken 
men from their homes and sent them 
overseas. By that act on the part of the 
Government they are prevented from 
exercising their right of voting, a funda
mental privilege of citizenship which dis
tinguishes this Government from the 
govermpents against which we are fight
ing. If, according to our theory, the 
Government has the right to take these 
men away from their homes, it has no 
right, if it can avoid doing so, to pre~ent 
them from exercising the right of votmg. 
So this bill was drafted and introduced in 
order to restore that right to them. It 
should never have been taken away. 
But if it is unconstitutional to restore this 
right to them, it is equally unconstitu
tional to draft them and send them over
seas. 

That being the theory of the bill, it is 
obvious that the elimination of the pro
visions of sections 1 and 2 of Public Law 
712 means not only the defeat of the 
bill but that the situation of the _ men 
in the armed forces so far as voting is 
concerned will be worse than it is under 

the existing law, because the proposed 
law would prevent from voting all men 
who had not registered according to the 
local law and it would prevent from 
voting th~e who had not paid their poll 
tax. 

The law exempts men in the armed 
services from paying property taxes and 
other taxes. The payment of the poll 
tax is put on a par with the payment of 
other taxes. If they are not obliged to 
pay their poll tax, and no provision is 
made whereby they can be made to pay 
it while they are in the armed services, 
why should we say that nonpayment of 
-the tax should prevent them from exer
cising the right of voting? 

So the theory of the bill is that these 
are conditions of voting prescribed by the 
States. The bill would not relieve the 
soldier or sailor from the obligation to 
pay his poll tax. It would simply say 
that payment of the poll tax shall no$ 
·be made a condition of voting. 

It is the same with registration. The 
bill would not do away with the registra
tion laws of the States. It would simply 
say that in those cases in which the Fed
eral Government has prevented a voter 
from registering, he does not have to 
register. Otherwise he is prevented from 
voting. 

So I regret to say that we cannot com
ply with the suggestion of the Senaton 
but at the same time, to show that there 
is no prejudice on our part, Senators 
will notice that in the last three pages 
of the bill we have another provision, for 
which the Senator argued on the fioor of 
the Senate in the previous debate. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 
Mr. REVERCOMB. The pending bill, 

which is known as the Green-Lucas bilJ, 
amends Public Law 712. Is that not cor ... 
rect? 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct. 
Mr. REVERCOMB. And it takes the 

place of Public Law 712, except for sec
tions 1 and 2 of that act. Is that not cor
rect? 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct. 
Mr. REVERCOMB. Sections 1 and 2 

of the eXisting law, Public Law 712, pro
vide that men in the armed forces may 
vote, regardless of whether they are reg
istered or whether they have paid their 
poll tax. Is that not correct? 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct. 
Mr. REVERCOMB. So if the Green

Lucas bill is enacted as written, there 
will still be in the law the provisions of 
sections 1 and 2 of Public Law 712; and 
under the Green-Lucas bill, if enacted 
into law, a member of the armed forces 
may vote whether or not he is registered 
or whether or not he has paid his poll 
tax. 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct, pro
vided he has the qualifications laid down 
by State law. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. _ 
Mr. BARKLEY. I merely wish to call 

the attention of the Senator from Rhode 
Island to the fact that one of the original 
purposes of the law whic~ Congress 
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enacted in 1942 was to obviate the neces
sity for registration, in order that mem
bers of the armed forces might vote. 
The amendment pertaining to the poll 
tax was an amendment offered and 
adopted on the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. GREEN. That is very true. 
Mr. BARKLEY. So if this language 

is adopted, it seems that it will effect the 
repeal of those two provisions in the 
present law, which were enacted by both 
Houses in a preceding session. 

Mr. GREEN. If I may put it in another 
.way, the pending bill does not attempt 
to change the purposes of the original 
law, which is now on the statute books. 
That law, so far as its purposes are con
cerned, was approved by the Senate and 
House and signed by the President and 
is now the law of the land. However, 
its mechanics were found to be faulty. 
We trusted too much to the provisions of 
State laws. We thought, erroneously, 
that those laws would provide the sol
diers with the opportunity to vote. 
However, experience has shown that it 

. was not feasible to do so under those 

. laws. Therefore, .the bill attempts to im

. prove .and correct existing law in the 
mechanics of voting, and only in the me-
chanics. · 

Any Senator who believes that the me
. chanics are -improved by the proposed 
.law can vote for it with a clear con
science, even if he did not approve of the 
original law . . In the original .law. we 

. tried to adopt the provisions of the State 

. I a ws. In this bill we have tried to adopt 
the State laws so far as feasible, but not 
to the extent of preventing soldiers from 
voting, as happened quite generally in 
the last election. All the constitutional 
questions which are now raised were 
then raised and argued. Despite-the ob
jections made, and· the dire prophecies of 
what would happen, nothing of the kind 
took place. 

Mr. MOORE . . Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I shall be through in a 
· moment and then I shall be glad to yield. 

As I said, nothing of the kind took 
place. Some of the soldiers vote'd, but 
only a very small percentage-approxi
mately 28,000-in spite of the coopera
tion of the Army and Navy in getting the 
ballots to the soldiers. 

Therefore, we have attempted to per
fect the mechanics, so that not only may 
we say, as we did in 1942, "We have given 
you the right and the opportunity to 
vote," but may say "You are going to be 
able to vote." We do not want to have 
a law on the statute books which merely 

1 gives the soldiers the right to vote and 
yet denies them the right to exercise the 
privilege. 

That is the fundamental difference be
tween the bill heretofore passed by the 
Senate and the bill we are considering 
at this time. The bill which was previ
ously passed in effect said to the soldier 
and sailor, "Yes, we recognize your right 
to vote. We have recommended to the 
States that you be given the right to 
vote." However, in view of the advice 
given us by tbe Army and the Navy we 
find that it does not mean anything, 
Anything? It means very little. Under 
it very few soldiers and sailors could 

vote. The pending bill would give many 
more of them the right to vote. It would 
not give that right to every one of them 
but to most of them. That is the reason 
why I am advocating the changes in the 
mechanics of the existing law. 

I now yield to the Senator from Okla
homa. 

Mr. MOORE. I think the Senator has 
made it very clear that Public Law 712 
would be repealed by the pending bill 
only insofar as the administrative fea
tures of the law are concerned. Sec
.tions 1 and 2 of Public Law 712 waive the 
qualifications which may be imposed by 
the States, such as registration and the 
payment of a poll tax. 

Mr. GREEN. Only with respect to 
those two. 

Mr. MOORE. Only with respect to 
those two. Very well. There is another 
provision of the pending bill which would 
make the election officers of the States 
the sole judges of the validity of the 

. votes cast after they had been returned 
to the precinct officers. 

Mr. GREEN. The Senator is correct . 
Mr. MOORE. If the precinct officers 

·who are to pass upon the validity of the 
vote were to hold that a vote was invalid 

·for the reason that the voter was not reg
istered, they would be violating Public 
Law 712. That is true, is it not? 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct. 
Mr. MOORE. It would also be true 

that if the precinct officials held that 
because a voter had not paid a certain 
tax imposed upon him he was not eligible 
to vote, they would be in violation of the 
Federal law. 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct. 
Mr. MOORE. Very well. Then why 

·would the Senator expect an election of
. ficial, in passing on the validity of a 
ballot, to take the chance of violating a 
Federal statute? 

Mr. GREEN. In the first place, there 
are no penalties attached to such viola
tions. 

Mr. MOORE. There is none in this 
bill, but there are penalties provided in 
other laws which would make the action 
to which I have referred a grave offense. 
Would not the election officials be pre
cluded from passing on the validity of a 
ballot which came into conflict with the 
first two sections of Public Law 712? 

Mr. GREEN. I think the Senator will 
agree with me that as a matter of prac
tice the local official or whoever was 
counting the blillots and passing on their 
validity would have the advice of the at
torney general of the State. 

Mr. MOORE. The attorney general is 
an officer of the State. The attorney 
general of the State of Maryland, for 
example, who passed on the Green-Lucas 
bill, which is exactly the same bill that 
we have before us today, held that that 
bill violated the Constitution of the 
United States. The Senator from Rhode 
Island has today asserted that the pro
posed law is constitutional only insofar 
as it comes within the war powers of the 
Congress. Am I correct in my state
ment? 

Mr. GREEN. The Senator is quite in
correct. I have never made such a state
ment. 

Mr. MOORE. I beg the Senator's 
pardon. I thought the Senator did make 
such a statement. 

Mr. GREEN. I did not say it was con
stitutional only for that reason. 

Mr. MOORE. I am sorry if I misun
derstood the Senator. 

Mr. GREEN. I remind the Senator 
that when the question was previously 
under debate in the Senate-it has been · 
debated for a long time-! made an 
argument on the constitutionality of 
these provisions of the law. I cited au
. thorities at length. The Senator will 
.recall that I also explained to him pri
vately why I regarded the provisions to 
be entirely constitutional. Yet, notwith
standing both those facts, the Senator 
rose on th~ fioor of the Senate and stated 
that he had not heard a single Senator 
state on the floor of the Senate that he 
believed the bill was constitutional. 

. Mr. MOORE. Mr. President, I have 
not yet heard it, and I do not hear it now. 

Mr. GREEN. I am sorry, Apparently 
we do not speak the same language. 

Mr. MOORE. I do not wish to have 
any misunderstanding about it. I under
stood that those who asserted that the 
bill did not violate the Constitution of 
the United States based the assertion 
upon the war powers of the Congress. 

·Am I correct or incorrect in that regard? 
Mr. GREEN. I said that it could be 

defended on that ground, but I did not 
say it could be defended on that ground 
alone. · 

Mr. MOORE. Does the Senator now 
say that the bill is constitutional? 

Mr. GREEN. I certainly believe it to 
be constitutional or I would not have in
troduced it. 

Mr. MOORE. The Senator has never 
argued for the constitutionality of the 
bill. 

Mr. GREEN. I argued it at length on 
a previous occasion, and the Senator will 
find the argument set forth in the CoN
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr.-MOORE. Then I stand corrected. 
Mr. GREEN. If it were not that I dis

like to waste the time not only of the 
Senate but of the country, in repeating 
endlessly arguments which have been 
made before, I should be very glad again 
to discuss the question. I do not like to 
repeat the argument for the benefit of 
one Senator, but, if other Senators desire 
to have me restate it, I shall do so with 
pleasure. 

Mr. MOORE. Will the Senator now 
say that in the discussion of Public Law 
712, which was enacted in the Seventy
seventh Congress, the constitutionality 
of this provision was satisfactorily as
serted? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes; I do so state. 
Mr. MOORE. I searched the RECORD 

on that point and tried to collect the au
thorities and statements made in con
nection with it. I did not find a single 
solitary statement of the nature referred 
to by the Senatpr made in the discussion 
on the floor of the House or on the floor of 
the Senate. 

Mr. GREEN. The bill which became 
law was introduced in the House by Rep
resentative RAMSAY and in the Senate 
by myself. It first passed the House, and 
when it came to the Senate was referred 
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to the Committee on Privileges and Elec
tions, of which I am chairman. Because 
I cared more about having the bill 
promptly become law than I did about 
having my name attached to it, the com
mittee reported it to the Senate with 
my consent and advice for passage by the 
Senate. In both the Senate and the 
House the- question of constitutionality 
was raised. 

Mr. MOORE. I ask the Sena-tor if I 
am mistaken in thinking that in the 
Privileges and Elections Committee the 
question of constitutionality had been 
submitted to the committee. Am I cor
rect about that? 

Mr. GREEN. To what committee? 
Mr. MOORE. To the Committee on 

Privileges and Elections, where this 
measure was being heard. 

Mr. GREEN. If I remember correctly 
it was, but we have no record of the 
debate in the co:nmittee. 

Mr. MOORE There was no record 
filed with the report of the Committee on 

, Privileges and Elections on Public Law 
712. I never knew whether the consti
tutionality of the measure was discussed, 
and there is no way to find out except to 
ask the Senator who is the author of 
the bill. I understand the Senator's 
·answer is that the bill having passed 
. both Houses of Congress an.d having 
been approved -by the President its con
stitutionality was determined by that 
fact. ' 

Mr. GREEN. I did not say it was de
termined, but I said the opinion of the 
House and the Senate as to its consti
tutionality was shown by that fact. 

Mr. MOORE. Then, I should like to 
ask one other question, which has been 
discussed at some length. In the recent 
hearings before the Committee on Priv
ileges and Elections with reference to 
the transmission of Federal ballots and 
the ballots of the States, we got the in
formation from the Army and Navy that 
the Federal ballots could be pretty cer
tainly carried to the soldier voters and 
returned for counting, but there was a 
very remote possibility that the State 
ballots could be. 

Mr. GREEN. There was a much 
greater possibility that the Federal bal
lot would be, because it was a small bal
lot, printed on thin paper, weighing very 
little, uniform in size, could be carried 
in bulk, and, to that extent, would take 

. up much less space in a plane and make 
much less weight on :1 plane. For that 
reason there was much more likelihood 

· that it could be sent over to the soldiers. 
That was one reason. Another. reason 
was that it could be sent well ahead, 
months before the election, whereas the 
State ballots had to be sent at a later 
time, in individual packages, weighing 
more, takin,g up more space, and being 

. harder to handle. 
Mr. MOORE. It was developed that 

one Senator, the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
MuRDocK] asked the question, if it was 
not a deception on the States, in view of 
the testimony of the Army and Navy, to 
give the States any encouragement that 
they could have their ballots sent to the 
soldiers. · 

Mr. GREEN. I think that Colonel 
Cutler, although he was asked that ques-

tion several times, always replied that 
he would not say that it was of no use 
or that it was futile, but he said that it 
would increase the probability that a cer
tain number of men in the armed forces 
would not get the additional privilege of 
voting. 

Mr. MOORE. I think he made it 
pretty plain and I think factual that it 
was next to impossible-a physical im
possibility-and would be a tax upon the 
mailing facilities to transport the State 
ballots.- Am I correct in that? 

Mr. GREEN. He said it would be very 
difficult; that he could not hold out any 
hope that the State ballots could reach 
all the soldiers; but that he would not go 
to the extreme of assenting to the propo
sition that therefore it was futile for the 
States to change their laws, because, in 
the first place, it would benefit at least 
those in the armed forces who would 
probably be within the limits of the con
tinental United States, and, secondly, it 
would also help the others, although not 
to such a large extent. 

Mr. MOORE. The inference would be 
then, from the testimony of the Army 
and Navy that the importance of the 
Federal ballot was such that they could 
give priority to that ballot, but that the 
State ballot was unimportant and no 
such priority was to be given it . 

Mr. GREEN. There was no such testi
mony given. 

Mr. MOORE. I say that was the in
ference. 

Mr. GREEN. No such testimony was 
given. There was no discussion of the 
relative importance of the two. It was 
simply that the one was a lightweight, 
small ballot that could be sent in bulk 
and at one time, months before the elec
tion, while the other had to be sent in 
large, heavy packages, as the ballots 
themselves were heavy, and contained a 
great many names,' and had to be sent at 
a great many different times and at a 
time nearer the election than the Fed
eral ballot would have to be sent. There 
was no discussion whatever about the 
relative importance of the Federal and 
the State ballots. 

Mr. MOORE. Certainly the Senator 
will admit, will he not, that the im
portance of the Federal ballot was such 
as to give it priority over certain other 
mail, while the State ballot was not ac
corded that priority privilege? 

Mr. GREEN. That was very true, but 
not for the reason the Senator states; 
not because it was more important, but 
because the mechanical provisions were 
entirely different and were more favor
able in the case of the Federal ballot than 
in the case of the State ballot. 

Mr. MOORE. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield? 
Mr. GREEN. I yield . 
Mr. DANAHER. I thank the Senator. 

I should like to ask him if he knows of 
any reason why we cannot properly 
amend title I so as to make it possible 
for the State of Connecticut to cause its 
overseas ballots to be printed in England, 
to be distributed among the soldiers in 
England who are from Connecticut, and 
who thereafter can send their ballots 
back in the regular way the Federal bal
lots themselves would be transmitted. 

Mr. GREEN. That again raises the 
question, and properly so at this time, of 
State rights. If the Federal Government 
is to print State ballots--

Mr. DANAHER. I did not say the 
Federal Government; I said the State of 
Connecticut would do it. 

Mr. GREEN. I do not see any reason 
why the State of Connecticut cannot pass 
any law it pleases to enact. 

Mr. DANAHER. Can we not properly 
amend this bill so as to provide that if 
the State of Connecticut causes overseas 
ballots to be printed in England, the 
Federal facilities will bring them home 
after the soldiers vote them. 

Mr. GREEN. I do not see any objec
tion to that if it is not covered by the 
language of the bill. 

Mr. DANAHER. I am talking about 
title I. I want to place such a provision 
in title I so that the Army and Navy 
would be bound to bring our ballots home 
and could not refuse to do so. 

Mr. GREEN. It would be illogical in 
title I because that refers to the Federal 
ballot, but I do not see why there could 
not be an appropriate provision at the 
appropriate place to accomplish the end 
the Senator suggests. 

Mr. DANAHER. Then we could do it 
with reference to the north African the
ater and again with reference to the 
Australian theater. 

Mr. GREEN. I should like to have the 
opinion of those who will be responsible 
for carrying out its provisions as to the 
feasibility of the proposal but, speaking 
for the coauthors of the bill, the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. LucAs] and myself, I 
capnot see any objection to it. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President will the 
Senator yield further? 
. Mr. GREEN. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. Has the Senator seen 
the release put out by the War Depart
ment under date of November 24, 1943, 
dealing with its .administration of Public 
Law 712? 

Mr. GREEN. I have read so many 
pieces of literature on the subject that I 
do not know that I rec'"',ll the particular 
one. · 

Mr. DANAHER. Then let me identify 
it for the Senator. In it the War Depart
ment very proudly and very properly an
nounced that as of November 24, 1943, 
they had already distributed to every 
camp in the United States and in every 
theater of war abroad the Louisiana bal
lots required for voting in the Louisiana 
,primary of January 18 and, I think, Feb
ruary 14, 1944. The announcement fur
ther went on to say that every Louisiana 
soldier in the armed services who was 
qualified under the laws of Louisiana to 
vote would be enabled thus to vote and 
that the ballots had been distributed suf
ficiently in advance so tha: no man need 
be deprived of the opportunity to exer
cise his franchise in the primaries in 
Louisiana this spring. That was, of 
course, of great importance, and in 
States where primaries, in fact, deter
mine the ·election it id actually the real 
exercise of the franchise itself. ' 

In addition to that let me go further. 
The War Department went on . to saY 
that it was equally prepared to render 
an identical service in all other StatQ 
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primaries between February and Octo
ber 1944. Did the Senator see that re
lease? 

Mr. GREEN. I did not. 
Mr. DANAHER. It is a very important 

one, and I commend it to the Senator's 
attention. 

Now I should like to ask the Senator 
only one other question. He has made 
reference to the fact that in 1942 only 
some 48,000 votes were cast. 

Mr. GREEN. Twenty-eight thousand. 
Mr. DANAHER. Twenty-eight thou

sand. I should like also to refresh the 
Senator's recollection that the bill of 
that year was approved by the President 
on September 12, and the election came 
on November 3. The implication would 
be made that the 1942 act, Public Law 
712, is not feasible of operation. Any 
st~ch imputation certainly collides with 
the fact contained in the announcement 
of the War Department to which I have 
just made reference. Above all, let me 
call the attention of the Senator from 
·Rhode Island to a letter from Henry L. 
Stimson, Secretary of War. I read from 
page 7058 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
for September 8, 1942: 

The War Department is opposed to the 
authorization of voting by members of the 
armed forces serving outside the continental 
limits of the United States or in Alaska. 

That was the first fiat statement made 
by the Secretary of War. In that con
nection, the chairman of the Ballot Com
mission of the State of New York wrote 
to me to the effect that the War Depart
ment and the Navy Department refused 
to take the ballots of the New York Bal
lot Commission overseas, and I do not 
doubt that it was in line with Mr. Stim
son's then announced policy, 

Mr. Stimson further said: 
Indeed the time is now so short that there 

1s a grave question that the various. opera
tions essential to carrying out the. provisions 
of the blll could be completed so that the 
executed ballots would be in the hands of 
election officials of the various districts or 
precincts or counties of the voters' resi-

·_dences by the time the polls are closed. 

So, there was a reason, namely, the 
shortage of time, as to why the 1942 act 
was not going to be operative, in view of 
the fiat and unqualified opposition of the 
Secretary of War himself. 

But the Secretary continued, in his 
letter to the Speaker of the House: 

The question of provid-ing a means for 
members of the military forces to vote in 
time of war is an old one. Under date of 
April 17, 1918, the then Acting Secretary of 
War, Hen. Benedict Crowell, wrote the Secre
tary of the Navy as follows: 

"After a most careful consideration of this 
entire matter, the war Department is of the 
opinion that it is neither advisable nor de
sirable to allow soldiers in the theater of 
war to vote. Their votes cannot be taken 
without seriously interfering with the mili
tary efficiency of our fighting forces." 

It is important to note that Secretary 
Stimson in 1942 was adopting that par
ticular language and calling it to the 
attention of the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives with reference to then 
pending Public Law No. 712. I omit 
some other matters, and point out this 
language in the letter: 

The War Department's objections to the 
bill for the reasons stated apply only to the 
inclusion of the members of the armed forces 
serving outside tJ;>.e continental United States, 
including Alaska. 

Respectfully, 
HENRY L. STIMSON, 

Secretary of War. 

In the light of that, I know the Senator 
from Rhode Island would not wish to 
leave with his colleagues the thought that 
the 1942 act was operative outside the 
United States, in view of the position 
taken by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. GREEN. No; I do not wish to 
leave that impression. I think the de
duction to be drawn from what the Sen
ator from Connecticut has read is that 
a great deal was learned from that ex
periment, if we may call it such. We 
learned that the law could be executed, 
and that the Army and the Navy could 
undertake to do it, if not in the way that 

. was suggested then, that they would 
make an effort to do it. Furthermore, 
it was applicable then to the United 
States, even according to the Secretary, 
And we must remember that there were 
about half as many in the service then 
as there are now. So a very small per
centage of the men then in the services 
in the United States actually voted. 

In view of all these experiences, in view 
of the very fact that we did have the law, 
we learned a great deal, and we have at
tempted to incorporate what we have 
learned in the bill which is now before 
the Senate, as a result of the former ex
periences, although, as the Senator from 
Connecticut well points out, the number 
of men voting would have been very 
much larger had the bill been passed 
sooner. 

Mr. DANAHER. Will the Senator 
yield further? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 
Mr. DANAHER. Of course, we must 

not lose sight of the fact that the 1942 
law, Public Law 712, is the law at this 
moment. It was the law also on Novem
ber 24, 1943, when the War Department 
issued· the release to which I have called 
the Senator's attention, in which the War 
Department -said that all facilities for 
voting in the Louisiana primaries had 
already been provided in every theater 
of war abroad and at every camp in this 
country. So that obviously if the will 
to make it work exists, the way can be 
found to do it. -

Mr. GREEN. Apparently the will to 
make it work exists, from what the Sen
ator himself has shown. 

Mr. DANAHER. I think so. 
Mr. GREEN. In that he differs from 

the Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield? 
Mr. GREEN. I yield for a question; 

yes. 
Mr. ELLENDER. It may be that the 

able Senator has already partially an
swered the question I am about to ask 
him in response to questions put by other 
Senators. 

Under section 14 (a) the commission 
created under the pending bill would 
have no power to pass upon the validity 
of the ballots, but that function would 
be left to the duly constituted election 
oftlcials of each voting unit of the several 

States. · The question is, To what extent 
can these officials-the election offi
cials-compel compliance with State 
laws when passing upon the validity of 
the ballots cast in pursuance to the bill, 
should it become law? 

Mr. GREEN. In view of the criticisms 
which were made in the Senate when the 
soldiers' vote bill was under discussion 
a short time ago, it was decided to be 
best to relieve the war ballot commission 
of all except purely administrative func
tions. 

In the first amendment that was pro
posed by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
LucAs] and myself the war ballot com
mission was given other functions. 
They had to review the reports which 
were made by the various secretaries of 
state, and draw their own deductions, 
holding them up to possible penalties 
if they had not complied with the law 
as the war ballot commission construed 
it. They could make reports and recom
mendations to the Congress in such 
cases. But all that is stricken out. 
They have no function left except to ' 
collect the necessary information as sent 
to them by the secretaries of state, have 
the ballots printed and sent to the Sec
retaries of War and Navy, and the 
others, at the appropriate times, · for 
distribution to the armed forces. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I understand all of 
that, Senator. The question I have 
asked is, To what extent can the election 
officials provided ·for in section 14 (a) 
compel compliance with their respective 
State laws in respect to the validity of 
the ballots cast in pursuance to the pend
ing bill should it become law? 

Mr. GREEN. The pending bill does 
not deal with that subject. It is left en-
tirely to the officials. . 

Mr. ELLENDER. The Senator is in 
error. The bill does deal with the sub
ject. It is left-to the oftlcials provided for 
in the bill ·as he has indicated. Now, 
to be more specific, would the election of- . 
:ficials have to take into consideration 
whether or not a poll tax had been paid 
whether the soldier was properly regis~ 
tered under the State law, and other 
qualifications of a like nature in passing 
upon the validity of the ballots? 

Mr. GREEN. Is the Senator asking 
my personal opinion? 

Mr. ELLENDER. The Senator is the 
author of the bill and I would like to have 
his views as to the provisions of the bill.-

Mr. GREEN. I do r .. ot think it is open 
to any other construction, but so many 
misconstructions are placed on the Ian-· 
guage of a bill nowadays, that I want to 
play safe. I believe they would pass on 
all qualijications of a voter. But I do not 
consider the time of the payment of a 
poll tax, or the fact of registration, a 
qualification. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I thank. the Senator. 
I am glad that he takes the position that 
the election officials would have the right 
to pass on all qualifications. That is my 
construction of the language and I 
doubt the necessity of more clarifying 
language. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Will the Senator 
from Rhode Island yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield, 
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Mr. REVERCOMB. The enactment of 

the pending bill would not repeal section 
1 of Public Law 712, I believe we all agree. 
Is not that correct? 

Mr. GREEN. I did not understand the 
Senator's statement. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. The enactment of 
the bill now pending, the Green-Lucas 
bill, would not repeal section 1 of Public 
Law 712? 

Mr. GREEN. The Senator is correct. 
Mr. REVERCOMB. I wish to read 

section 1 of Public Law 712. It provides: 
In time of war, notwithstanding any pro

vision of State law relating to the registra
tion of qualified voters, every individual ab
sent from the place of his residence and 
serving in the land or naval forces of the 
United States, including the members of 
the Army Nurse Corps, the Navy Nurse Corps, 
the Women's Navy Reserve, and the Women's 
Army Auxiliary Corps, who is or was eligible 
to register for and is qualified to vote at any 
election under the Jaw of the State of his 
residence, shall be entitled, as provided in this 
act, to vote for electors of President and Vice 
President of the United States, United States 
Senators, and Representatives in Congress. 

In other words, that language pro
vides that even though one be not reg
istered, under the existing Federal law
and it would continue to be the law if 
this bill should be enacted-such per
son may have the right to vote, even 
though he be not registered. Is that. 
correct? 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct. 
Mr. REVERCOMB .• Very well. Under 

the pending bill there is another pro
vision to the effect that the local election 
board in each of the States, where the 
individual would ordinarily vote were he 
at home, may pass upon the question of 
whether or not he is qualified to vote, 
and have his vote or ballot counted. Is 
that correct? -

Mr. GREEN. That is correct. 
Mr. REVERCOMB. Very well. Now 

suppose in a · state which requires regis
tration of a voter in order that he may 
vote, a soldier who is not registered casts 
a vote, and it is sent back to his voting 
place in the State, what will the election 
officer do with that ballot? 

Mr. GREEN. He · should count it. 
What he will do with it I do not know. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. He should count 
it under the Federal law, should he not? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes. 
Mr. REVERCOMB. But suppose the 

State law under which he acts provides 
that no one can vote unless he is duly 
registered, is the election official going 
to violate the law of his State? 

Mr. GREEN. I do not think the Sen
ator poses the question as it should be. 
It is not a question whether the official 
violates the State law. The question is 
whether that law has not been super
seded by the Federal law. Where a State 
constitution and the Federal· Constitu
tion come into conflict, or where a State 
law and a Federal law come into con
flict, the Federal Constitution or the Fed
eral law prevails. The official does not 
violate a State law, because it has been 
modified or repealed by the Federal law, 
provided it is constitutional. So there 
is no violation of a constitution, there is 
no violation of a State law, if officials 
follow a Federal law which is passed con
stitutionally, 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Suppose, however, 
that, as the officers of many States feel, 
and as the Representatives in this body 
from some of the States feel, any act of 
Congress with'respect to the qualification 
of a voter is invalid, does not the situa
tion I have presented to the Senator raise 
a conflict between the Federal law and 
the State law when a State officer is 
obliged to pass upon the question? 

Mr. GREEN. No; because the require
ment of ;registration is not a qualification 
of a voter. It is a condition attached to 
voting. That a voter must be of a certain 
age, of a certain sex, and have a certain 
amount of property-those are qualifica
tions. But the mere fact that the man 
must do a certain thing before he votes, 
by going to a certain place, or within a 
certain hour, and write his name on a 
certain form-that is a condition of vot
ing, and not a qualification. A man may 
be qualified to vote and not comply with 
the conditions of voting. But he still has 
the qualifications of a voter. He is quali
fied to vote, but he does not vote. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. The same view is 
taken by the able Senator upon the ques
tion of the payment of poll tax, is it not? 

Mr. GREEN. The same view; yes. 
Mr. REVERCOMB. However, the able 

Senator is expressing his own personal 
view on a subject concerning which there 
is great difference of opinion, even in the 
Senate. 

Mr. GREEN. I think my view is well 
fortified by constitutional authority. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Let us suppose a 
State requires registration of a voter. 
Suppose when a soldier's ballqt comes 
back it is found he has not· registered. 
This is a qualification for voting, Many 
persons, including Senators, take that 
view. Suppose that soldier's vote is 
thrown out. I ask the Senator, if we ship 
abroad ballots in bundles and basketfuls, 
and scatter them among the servicemen, 
leading them to believe that they have a 
right to vote, asking them to vote, and 
have _their votes cast, and then have the 
ballots brought back here, and under the 
authority of .the provisions of the bill be
fore us the ballots are thrown out at the 
voting place-if such a thing were done, 
would not a great wrong be done to the 
soldiers and the sailors of this country? 

Mr. GREEN. I disagree with the Sen
ator. I think a great wrong would be 
done to the soldiers and sailors if the 
ballots were not counted. But the wrong 
would not be done by those who pass the 
law or by those who administer the law; 
it would be done by those who refuse to 
comply with the law in the local pre
cincts and decline to count the ballots. 

Mr. REVEB,COMB. Is not the wrong 
done when we pass a law under which 
such a situation may arise? 

Mr. GREEN. If Congress passes a law 
dealing with manslaughter, and someone 
kills another, is anyone of those who 
passed the law guilty of the manslaugh
ter? The person who violates the law is 
guilty of manslaughter. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. I do not think 
that is applicable in this case at all. 

Mr. GREEN. If the soldier casts his 
ballot and the Federal Government 
brings it home and says it should be 
counted, the man who refuses to count 
it is the guilty party. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Why do we not 
say to the soldiers: If you who, under the 
laws of your State, are qualified. to vote, 
and wish to vote, will make an applica
tion for a ballot it will be sent to you? 
I may say that a law containing such a 
provision was passed in the State of ·west 
Virginia this month, after the legislature 
of the State had notice served upon it, by 
action of this body, that the State would 
be called upon to see that the soldiers 
and the sailors who went forth from it -
would have an opportunity to vote. Any
one in the State of West Virginia may 
now go to a county clerk and say to him, 
"I want a ballot sent to this soldier at 
his request." That request may be made 
89 days before the election is held, and 
the ballot is mailed to the soldier. That 
ballot is not one of a great number scat
tered all over the world. The ballot is 
not carried in bundles or in baskets or 
bags and distributed generally. The bal
lot goes directly to a soldier. He is the 
only one who sees it. He votes it. It is 
his vote, and it is returned directly by 
mail. Why cannot the Congress enact 
a law of that kind? 

Mr. GREEN. It would remedy the 
situation very little. The same physical 
difficulties would still remain. The bal
lots would have to be sent, though not in 
bulk. One type of ballot is very light 
in weight, and takes very little space. 
The other type is bulky and heavy. Each 
State ballot must be sent to a different 
address. Instead of being sent by air 
mail, it would have to be sent by ship. 
If sent by ship the time limit would prob
ably have to be very muc11 longer than 
that computed in the tables which cal
culate the time it takes for air mail to 
go back and forth, and · provide only 1 
day at each end, 1 day for the soldier 
to comply with the provisions concern
ing the ballot, and 1 day for the sec
retary of state to comply with sending 
the soldier the ballot. 

The .physical difficulties are very great 
even when we make the balloting as 
simple as possible. This bill makes the 
balloting as simple as possible. It malces 
the transmission as simple as possible. 
Only two transmissions are involv~d, one 
to the soldier and one back from the sol
dier, whereas almost all the State laws 
provide for the three transmissions, and 
a number of them provide for five trans
missions. The SenatQr's suggestion 
would reduce the difficulty. Instead of 
three transmissions, there could be two if 
a relative applied to the secretary of state 
for a ballot. If that were regarded as a 
legal request for a ballot, the secretary 
of state could then send it to the soldier 
individually. But even then the ballot 
might not reach the individual. The 
servicemen are moving around con
stantly. From the time the application 
is made to the time the ballot reaches 
the soldier he may move three or four 
times. By the time the ballot reaches 
him the election may have been held. 
But in the other way the ballots are 
sent wherever there are soldiers, and so 
the ballot will reach the individual sol-
dier very much sooner. , 

Mr. REVERCOMB. That soldier would 
get the ballot which is sent directly to 
him with the same certainty that he 
would receive his mail which is sent him. 
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and it would come back with the same 
certainty, would it not? 

Mr. GREEN. I will give the Senator 
a little illustration. I sent Christmas 
cards to several soldiers. Some of the 
cards have come back to me, after hav
ing traveled around for a month. Some 
day, no doubt, others will come back to 
me after having traveled around. The 
reason for that is that men change their 
locations and the mail does not catch 
up with them. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. I realize that 
what the Senator says is absolutely cor
rect; that there would be a number, no 
doubt, who would not receive their bal
lots because of being transferred from 
·their last known addresses. However, ! 
wonder if it would not be a safeguard to 
the ballot of the soldier if he received it 
direct himself, instead of the ballots be
ing sent to some outpost and handed out 
to the men? 

It has been testified before the com
mittee, I may say to the Members of 
the Senate, including the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, whom I am' now address
ing--

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. In a moment, Mr. Presi
dent. I hope the Senator from ·west 
Virginia will not forget he is supposed 
to be asking a question, not addressing 
the Senate. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. I ask the Senator 
to let me conclude my statement. It has 
been clearly brought out here that the 
ballots would go with the same certainty 
that letters would go. 

Mr. GREEN. I do not think so. 
Mr. REVERCOMB. Undoubtedly there 

would be some who would not receive 
them. 

Mr. GREEN. I disagree with the Sen
ator's premise. The ballots would not 
go with the same certainty that letters 
would go. 

Mr. REVER COMB. Why not? 
Mr. GREEN. Most of the mail which 

the families at home send to the soldiers 
and most of the mail which the soldiers 
send back goes by V-mail. The ballots 
would not go by V-mail. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. There is no rea
son in the world why the ballots cannot 
be transported if it is important to the 
soldiers to be able to vote; and I grant 
that the soldiers should have the oppor
tunity to vote. But it has been stated 
here and before the committee that it is 
entirely possible that, even under the 
plan proposed by the able senior Senator 
from Rl'iode Island and the able Senior 
Senator from Illinois in their bill, some 
soldiers may not be reached by the bal
lots proposed under the provisions of the 
pending bill. We are told that the au
thorities will do the best they can under 
the provisions of the pending bill to see 
that the ballots reach the soldiers, but 
that it is entirely possible that many sol
diers will not vote, even under the plan 
proposed by the pending measure. 

Mr. GREEN. That is very true. The 
point is to determine under which of the 
plans most of the soldiers probably wo:uld 
have an opportunity to vote. The over
whelming evidence from those who know 

best about the matter, those who have 
made a study of it, those who have had 
experience with it once before, is that 
under a plan such as that proposed in 
the pending bill the soldiers would have 
much more likelihood of voting than 
they would have under the other plan, 
under which they would have very little 
opportunity to vote. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I previously promised to 
yield to the Senator from Utah. There
fore, I yield now to him. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, I de
sire to make a statement with respect to 
what has been said by the Senator from 
Rhode Island and the Senator from 
Louisiana with respect to the powers of 
local election judges in passing on the 
validity of the ballots. It is true that 
under sections 1 and 2 of Public Law 712 
Congress has in a sense said that when 
the Federal Government places the uni
form of his country on a soldier and sends 
him abroad or sends him out of his native 
State, and thereby precludes him from 
having an opportunity to vote, the fact 
that he wears the uniform of an Ameri
can soldier is a sufficient registration to 
enable him to vote, so far as the Congress 
of the Unitlid States has anything to say 
about the matter. We also say, in section 
2, that if the soldier wears the uniform 
of the United States, and if he is on one 
of the battlefields somewhere in the 
world, fighting to preserve this Govern
ment, the prerequisite of paying a poll 
tax in order to cast a valid vote in a State 
which requires its payment shall not be 
effective. · That is in substance what sec
tions 1 and 2 of Public Law 712 do. 

As I understand the positions of the 
distinguished senior Senator from Rhode 
Island, and the coauthor of the bill, the 
distinguished senior Senator from Illi
nois, it is their purpose, insofar as it can 
be accomplished by Federal law enacted 
by the Congress, to eliminate every exist
ing barrier which would prevent the sol
diers of this country from voting. 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct. 
Mr. MURDOCK. That being true, if 

and when Congress passes the pending 
bill, it would say to the soldiers that, in
sofar as it is within the power of Con
gress to do so, Congress has eliminated 
the barriers which might preclude their 
voting in the next general election. 

Then, in section 14 of the pending bill, 
under the heading "Validity of ballots," 
we say to the States and to the election 
judges in the voting precincts, "You are 
the sole judges of the validity of these 
ballots." 

So, if the local election judges, who are 
made the sole and ultimate judges of 
the validity of -the ballots, according to 
the provisions of the bill, say to the 
soldiers of the United States, "Because 
you have not registered, your vote will 
not be counted," or "Because you have 
not paid your poll tax, your vote will not 
be counted," we, as the Congress, will 
have said to the States and to the local 
judges, "If you want to take that re
sponsibility you may do so under this 
act." 

Mr. GREEN. That is very true. Thus, 
in the various measures which the legis-

latures of the States might pass, there 
would be provision for penalties ·against 
local officials or others who did not com
ply with the Federal law. 

Mr. MURDOCK. If the Senator will 
yield to me further, let me say that the 
able junior Senator from West Virginia 
asked the Senator from Rhode Island 
what would be the judgment of a, local 
judge of elections. Has a Senator of the 
United States the power to guess what a 
local election judge would do? All we 

. can say in the bill is that the respons~
bility for invalidating a ballot cast under 
the law will rest upon the shoulders of 
the local judge. 

Then the Congress will have done all 
within its power to remove these bar
riers; and the responsibility of validat
ing the ballots, once the bill is passed, 
will rest where it should rest--with the 
local election judges. 

Mr. President, if the Senator will yield 
to me a little longer, let me point out 
that I do not see how the most ardent 
advocate of States' rights can find any 
fault with the bill, when he reads it and 
finds that the ultimate responsibility for 
invalidating a ballot still will rest where 
it should rest, and where it now rests 
under the laws of every State-on the 

. judgment and in the discretion of the 
local election judges. The pending bill 
would. not c.hange those laws even by the 
crossing of a "t" or the dotting of an "i." 
They would still remain as they are. 

Mr. GREEN. I thank the Senator 
from Utah for his clear exposition of the 
subject. I would only add the further 
thought that if the bill provided for pen
alties, if it undertook to keep the local, 
State, or district officials up to their duty, 
there would be even more criticism of the 
bill than there now is. In view of past 
experience, I expected that the bill would 
be criticized both for what it has in it 
and for what it does not have in it. If 
the bill were changed around, vice versa, 
it still would be criticized. There are 
some who, because the bill cannot be 
made perfect, want to emasculate it, 
rather than to have anything at all con
structive passed. 

Mr. KILGORE-and Mr. REVERCOMB 
addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Rhode Island yield, and, 
if so, to whom? 

Mr. GREEN. I have already yielded 
once to the junior Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. REVERCOMB], so I think I 
should yield now to his colleague. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President, I sim
ply wish to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island if it is not a correct interpretation 
of the bill to say that it would pass on 
that responsibility to the States, and 
would say to them, "You should make it 
possible for the soldiers to vote. If the 
regular mail does not catch up with indi
vidual soldiers, we will provide them with 
an opportunity to cast their ballots. We 
are correcting the mistake we made a 
short time ago, when we said to the indi
vidual States, 'It is your job to provide a 
way by which these men can vote. We 
pass on to you the responsibility for mak
ing that provision.' " 

In other words, we would give back to 
the soldier the right of which we deprived 
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him when we sent him away from home 
to a place where he could not register for 
voting, So far as the election for Federal 
officials is concerned, we would give to 
the local election boards the responsi
bility of determining, under State law, 
the validity of the ballots. 

Mr: GREEN. The statement the 
senior Senator from West Virginia has 
made is very clear and accurate. 

Mr. President, I desire to present the 
thought that in various titles of the bill 
provision is made for two methods of 
voting: One, by a Federal ballot limited, 
naturally, to voting for Federal officers; 
the other, by a State ballot which would 
·apply to the election of State officials. 
The preference throughout is given to 
the State ballots; but there would be a 
great many States, I am afraid, with 
respect to which the State ballots would 
not be effective. Even if the law is ade
quate, the physical difficulties are very 
great. I think the Senator from Illinois, 
the coauthor of the bill, brought out that 
point very clearly when he used as an 
illustration the situation in Illinois. In 
the State of Illinois there are 102 differ
ent ballots. 

Since we do not know where a service
man from one of those balloting districts 
may be located, a ballot for him will 
have to be sent to every place in the 
world where there are any soldiers at all. 
Otherwise he may not have an oppor
tunity to use the ballot. If we multiply 
the number of States by the number of 
districts in the States, and if we multiply 
again, as we shall have to, by the num
ber of ballots, the total becomes astro
nomical. Under the law billions of ballots 
would theoretically be necessary. We 
cannot guess where the men in the armed 
forces are going to be, so we shall have 
to provide a ballot for every district in 
the United States, of which, as I recall, 
there are some 7,000. We shall have to 
supply 7,000 different ballots, and enough 
of each ballot for all the men in the serv
ice wherever they may be. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. TuN
NELL in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Rhode Island yield to the Senator 
from West Virginia? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 
Mr. REVERCOMB. In connection 

with the time eleme.nt in getting the bal
lots to ,the soldiers abroad, I have before 
me the testimony given·before the com
mittee presided over by the able Senator. 
I find that to transport a ballot by air 
mail both ways from a central point in 
the United States, say Springfieldt Ill., 
to various points where our soldiers and 
sailors may be, requires the following 
times: To north Africa, 22 days; to Eu
rope, 37 days; to the Pacific, 43 days; and 
to the Far East, 52 days. In other words, 
that is the limit of time necessary to 
transport that ballot two ways by air 
mail. 

Mr. GREEN. I do not think that is 
the limit of time. That is the quickest 
possible time, which is very different. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. I do not so under
stand. 

Mr. GREEN. I think that time allow
ance provides for the actual transmis-

sion and allows 2 days at each end of the 
transmission. I believe the Senator will 
find that the testimony so shows. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. I made the state
ment that the various times which I have 
indicated are for transmission by air 
mail. That statement has been ques
tioned. It is said that that does not 
contemplate transportation by air mail. 
Does the Senator recall what kind of 
transportation is contemplated by the 
figures which I have given? 

Mr. GREEN. I did not comment on 
the kind of transportation. The Senator 
said that those figures represented the 
limit of time. I said that they repre
sented· the quickest possible time, and 
not the slowest time. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I will ask the Senator 
to take his turn. 

Mr. TAFT. That includes the time 
from the time the ballot starts until it 
gets to the secretary of state. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I have 
not yielded to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. I desire to check 
the record in that connection, because 
it has been called to my attention that 
the figures which I have given do not 
represent air-mail transportation, but 
other kinds of transportation. 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct. 
Mr. REVERCOMB. Air-mail trans

portation would be very much quicker. 
I should like to make a further state

ment with respect to the subject which 
the Senator and I discussed a few mo
ments ago. I believe it has been stated, 
or rather inferred, by the Senator from 
Utah, that it is not incumbent upon Con
gress to enact laws dealing with what a 
State may or may not do. However, it 
is certainly incumbent on us, and it is 
a duty which we owe to every citizen, 
and particularly to the men in the armed 
forces, not to enact.a law which would 
be futile, or would work a great wrong 
by holding out to a member of the armed 
service a ballot and saying to him, "You 
may cast your vote," and then saying, in 
the same law, that it may be taken back 
home, where he would want to vote, and 
thrown out by the local election board 
under the authority of this law. If we 
are to give him the vote-and it should 
be given if we can protect it-at the 
same time we give it to him there are 
two things which we ought to protect. 
The first is the right to expres:::; his own 
choice without interference. The bal
lot ought to go to him, and into the hands 
of no one else. Secondly, the ballot 
ought to be counted. No one ought to 
have the right to throw it aside. 

Mr. GREEN. I do not think it makes 
any difference how many hands it passes 
through before it is marked. It is very 
important that it should not be tampered 
with after it is marked. Every precau
tion is taken in the bill to see that from 
the time the man marks it in secret and. 
seals it in the envelope, it is not opened, 
and that there is no opportunity to 
tamper with it until it is counted on elec
tion day with other ballots which are 
cast. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. This bill would in
vite the soldier to cast his vote, and put 

a ballot in his hands. We should do that 
without saying to him, "You should not 
vote unless your are qualified to vote un. 
der the laws of the State of your resi
dence." It is proposed to say to him, 
"Go ahead and cast your vote; but when 
it gets back home, Congress has author
ized the State or local election boards to 
throw it out." It is proposed to say to 
the local election boards, "It is up to you 
to count this vote or not to count it." 
Would not such a law invite millions of 
contests all over the country? 

Mr. GREEN. Congress says nothing of 
the kind. Congress does not say to the 
local officials, "You may count this vote 
or not, as you li~e." Congress leaves to 
the local officials the decision as to 
whether or not it can legally be counted. 
If it is legally cast, it ought to be counted. 
J;f it is not legally cast, it should not be 
counted. Congress expects the local of
ficials to count the ballots, and expects 
the States to see that the laws are en
forced; but it is not the business of Con
gress to see that State laws are enforced. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Congress would 
leave it to the States to enforce the laws; 
but Senators are not willing to entrust 
to the States the issuance of the ballots 
directly to the soldiers. 

Mr. GREEN. If there is cooperation 
from the States, the ballots will be 
counted. If there is not cooperation, we 
cannot expect any of such laws to work 
unless we send in armed forces to compel 
the State authorities to count the bal
lots . • so far as I know, no one is pro· 
posing to do that. I do not PfOpose it. 
I believe the States will cooperate, and 
will see that the ballots are counted. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. The able Senator 
will recall the language of the bill. It 
leaves it up to the precinct, comity, or 
district voting board to rule on whether 
or not a ballot -which is brought there 
to be placed in the ballot box shall be 
counted. 

Under the present law, sections 1 and 
2 of which would remain intact if the 
pending bill were enacted, one need not 
register in order to vote. I believe that 
almost every State in the Union requires 
a voter to be registered. We knew that 
when we enacted the law. In the bill we 
say that the local election board shall 
pass upon the validity of the ballots, 
knowing, when we vote for the bill-if 
we do vote for it-that the election of
ficers, under the laws of their own State, 
must throw a ballot out if a voter is not 
registered. Does the Senator think that 
is fair to the members of the armed 
forces? 

Mr. GREEN. I think the provision is 
a proper provision; but if the Senator 
does not think so he may offer an amend
ment to give this authority to the war 
ballot commission rather than to the 
local o:fllcials. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. A little while ago I 

stated what we were seeking to do in the 
enactment of the proposed law. The 
Government of the United States has 
taken these men beyond the jurisdiction 
of any election board within a State, and 
beyond their own ability to register as a. 
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qualification or regulation. Whether 
registration be regarded as a fundamen
tal qualification or a mere regulation is 
not material. We undertake to cure 
that defect and to bridge that gap by 
saying that, so far as voting for Presi
dent, Vice· President, and Members of 
Congress is concerned, that requirement 
is to be w·aived. The members of the 
armed forces may vote without register
ing. We do not attempt to say that they 
may do so in State or local elections, be
cause we do not assume any jurisdiction 
over such elections. At least up to the 
present time we have not done so. 

In addition to registration there are 
many regulations, qualifications, or re
quirements under State laws, which may 
affect a man's vote. There are many 
such requirements or regulations even in 
States which do not have a poll tax. 
There are many details which may cause 
a local election board or precinct officers 
to throw out a ballot. If it is improperly 
marked, for example, or if it is marked 
in two places, or in such a way that the 
intent of the voter is not evident, it may -
be thrown out. The question may arise 
as to whether the voter has removed 
from one precinct to another, or whether 
he has resided in the State for the length 
of time required by law. There are 
many such regulations. 

So far as voting in Federal elections 
is concerned, last year we enacted a law 
waiving the requirement of registration, 
simply because we have made it impossi
ble for members of the armed serviees to 
register. That law ought not to be nul
lified by anything we do in connection 
with the pending bill. 

The same observations apply to the 
requirement for payment of a poll tax. 
I do not· wish to enter into a discussion 
of the merits of that question; but we 
have nullified the ability of members of 
the armed forces to · qualify under that 
requirement in any State in which pay
ment of a poll tax is required. 
_ If by this bill, or any amendment to it, 

we say that notwithstanding last year we 
agreed to waive these two requirements 
in Federal elections, and we are now 
going to take it back and say that we 
are not going to waive them, and if some 
local election officer of a precinct should 
decide that the law which we pass is un
constitutional and therefore he will not 
count the ballot, I doubt very much if 
we have done the soldier any' good in the 
way of allowing him to vote. That is 
what it would amount to. There are 
many things which this language may 
mean. It might leave to the local pre
cinct officer the right to determine the 
validity of a V{)te. But I doubt very seri
ously if we should leave to the precinct 
officer in Lang's precinct in McCracken 
County, where I vote, the right to say 
whether an act of Congress is constitu
tional, and deny the soldier who returned 
his ballot to the precinct the right to cast 
his vote. I do not understand that the 
amendments contemplate that a local 
election officer shall have the right to 
pass upon the question of the validity of 
an act of Congress. If that is what they 
mean I shall vote against them. I do not 
think we ought to hold out hope to the 

soldier in one hand and by the other 
hand take it away from him. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I should 
like to make an additional comment on 
the clear remarks of the able Senator 
from Kentucky. 

The powers to which reference has 
been made would be definitely taken 
away from the commission. Because of 
the criticism on the floor of the Senate 
that the commission would be a political 
body-though I do not see how it could 
be-we wanted to make it purely admin
istrative in dealing with the ballots. It 
would have nothing to do with passing 
upon the validity of the ballots. The de
termination of validity has to be vested 
in some authority somewhere. If we 
take it away r'rom the ballot commission, 
the proper place to put it is with those 
who count the ballots. · However, if 
Senators think that it should be placed 
elsewhere, I do not know where they 
would prefer to have it placed. As I said 
earlier to one of the Members, if it is 
the wish to amend the bill so as to take 
the determination away from the local 
State officials and place it again with the 
ballot commission, I shall make no pro
test. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, if the 
Senator wishes to amend his bill, some 
of the rest of us will amend it also. 

Mr. GREEN. I do not favor such ac
tion. · 

Mr. CONNALLY. The Senator is co
sponsor of the bill. He had better stick 
by it. ' 
· Mr. GREEN. I should prefer to see 

the bill passed in its present form. It 
has been worked on for a long period 
of time. If we change it in one place 
we might necessarily change the theory 
on which the bill is based. I reiterate
and I · cannot do it too often-that this 
bill merely seeks to change the machin
ery of casting · the ballots. It has 
nothing to do with sections 1 and 2 of 
the present law, which are left intact. 
In other words, if Senators believe that 
the machinery provided by this bill will 
result in giving the ballot to more sol
diers and sailors than would result under 
the old law, it seems to me that they 
should favor the bill. If, however, for 
some reason which I cannot understand, 
they believe the old law is better in that 
respect, then they should vote against 
the bill. Does this bill provide to more 
soldiers the opportunity to vote than does 
the existing law? . That is the issue be
fore the Senate. 

Mr. BROOKS and Mr. TAFT addressed 
the Chair. 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 

the Senator from Rhode Island yield, and 
if so to whom? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield first to the Sen
ator from Illinois. · 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, I should 
like to have the Senator comment on 
this situation: Very recently Illinois con
vened a special session of its legislature. 
It amended the law so that the 800,000 
soldiers, sailors, marines, and other 
members of the armed services, citizens 
of Illinois, will be given at least a greater 
opportunity to vote for State candidates, 
as wen as for Federal candidates, than 
they would have had under the old law. 

A question which arose in the minds of 
some members of the Illinois Legislature 
pertained to the subject of the postage to 
be used by the county clerks dn sending 
out approximately 800,000 ballots should 
they be requested. In reading section 
204 on page 44 of the pending bill I find 
the following language: 

The Secretaries of War and Navy shall, 
so far as practicable and compatible with 
military operations, take all reasonable 
measures to facilitate delivery and return 
of · absentee ballots mailed to members of 
the armed forces pursuant to the laws of the 
several States. 

Then on page 45, in subsection (c). the · 
language reads as follows: 

The transmission of all communications 
under titles I and II shall be free of postage, 
including air-mail postage, in United States 
mails. 

I wonder if that provision would cover 
a State ballot sent out by a county clerk 
in response to a request from an indi
vidual soldier if the soldier did not use 
the post-card which is mentioned in the 
bill. Will -the Senator give me his in
terpretation of the language to which I 
have referred? 

' · Mr. GREEN. I think it would cover 
postage on any communication which 
was sent officially. 
· Mr. BROOKS. Any communication 

sent officially. In other words, the 
county clerks should perhaps have the 
right-and maybe we should pr.ovide for 
it either by a separate bill or by an 
amendment to the pending bill-to mark 
the envelope, as shown by the example 
on page 43 of the bill, "Free of postage, 
including air mail <war ballot)." Would 
not an amendment of that nature to the 
bill be a wise one? 

Mr. GREEN. I do not believe it is nec
essar-y. I think the situation is already 
covered. If we start to enumerate, we 
will find many different things to enu-

. merate. I think that the situation to 
which the Senator refers is clearly cov
ered by the language in subsection (c), 
on page 45 of the bill, which reads: 

The transmission of all commuhications 
under titles I and II shall be free of postage, 
including air-mail postage, in the United 
States mails. 

The Senatar read the section and ob
served that the word "communications" 
is specifically stated. 

Mr. BROOKS. · Then, in the Senator's 
judgment, any mark on the envelope con
taining .a ballot being sent to a soldier 
showing that it was from an official would 
be sufficient . 

Mr. GREEN. I think so, if it is sent 
in his official capacity. 

Mr. BROOKS. I imagine that it 
should be marked "War ballot," or some
thing of that kind. Would the Senator 
object to an amendment specifically cov
ering_ that point? 

Mr. GREEN. The trouble is that in 
mentioning one specific case we are apt 
by implication to exclude other similar 
cases. 

Mr. BROOKS. I do not think this 
would be in merely one case. It could 
cover all county clerks or officials all over 
the United States. 
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Mr. GREEN. In some States the offi

cial who would · handle the ballots would 
not be the county clerk. 

Mr. BROOKS. I am referring to the 
proper official who would mark the bal
lots "Official war ballots." 

Mr. GREEN. I am in sympathy with 
the object of the Senator from Illinois, 
and I should be glad to see any amend
ment which the Senator cares to offer. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 
Mr. TAFT. Does the Senator have 

any precedents or any case in which bal
lots have been used in this country· with
out the names of the candidates being 
printed upon them? 

Mr. GREEN. No; but in almost all 
cases the voter has the power to write 
in the names of candidates. 

Mr. TAFT. I know that he has the 
power to write in the names of candi
dates. However, they are seldom 
elected. 

Mr. GREEN. There is no way to pro
vide for it, because in most cases they 
do not know who the candidates are. 

Mr. TAFT. So we are actually pro
posing to give power to vote to persons 
who do not know who the candidates 
are. 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct. -
Mr. TAFT. We are being asked to give 

ballots to persons to vote merely by 
writing in "Democrat" or "Republican" 
without knowing who the candidate is, 
and when the candidate actually might 
be a thief, or someone who had been in 
jail, and we would have no means of 
finding out about it. • 

Mr. GREEN. Yes; or he might even 
be in the Senate. 

Mr. TAFT. He might even be in the 
Senate. Is it not unique under our sys
tem of democratic government to pro
pose a ballQt on which no names are 
printed, and as to which there is · no 
assurance that the voter has ever heard 
of the persons who are actually running 
for office? · 

Mr. GREEN. Well, the candidate 
probably is in many cases better off if 
the voter has not heard of him. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, the Senator 
is attempting to be. facetious, but it seems 
to me that to talk about giving the soldier 
the kind of ballot proposed in the pend
ing bill would not be giving him the right 
to vote at all. 

Mr. GREEN. Perhaps the Senator 
from Ohio would prefer to defer the 
marking of the ballots at Guadalcanal 
until 10 days before election, because in 
many States the candidates would not 
be known until then. · 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? · 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. I notice that the 

official Federal war ballot provided on 
page 29 of the bill provides for writing in 
the name of the voter's political party, 
"Democratic, Republican, Progressive, or 
other." If any minor party is to be iden
tified textually, should not all the other 
minor parties be identified? 

Mr. GREEN. To be frank, the reason 
for the provision was that all parties 
represented in the Senate were included. 

Xe-:----40 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Speaking quite 
seriously, I should think it might result 
in some miscarriage of a soldier's ballot, 
because there could be a Progressive bal
lot in only one State. 

Mr. GREEN. That is true, but if we 
started to include all the parties which 
claim the right to appear on any ballot 
throughout the country, we would have 
quite a long list. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I agree. 
Mr. GREEN. If we omitted any party 

represented in the Senate, we would also 
be criticized. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. There is no 
Senatorial election in Wisconsin this 
year, is there? 

Mr. GREEN. The bill is to cover not 
only this war; this is to apply during any 
war. It may be good for the next war, 
though I do not like to contemplate the 
possibility of there being another. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That would be 
away up in the sixth or seventh or 
eighth term . . [Laughter.] 

Mr. GREEN. I hope it will be as far off 
as that. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Rhode Island yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 
Mr. MILLIKIN. I did not quite catch 

the Senator's answer to what struck me 
as a very important question posed by the 
distinguished majority leader, the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY]. 
His question was, if I understood it cor
rectly, whether a precinct election 
judge would have the right to throw out 
one of the Federal ballots; and I did not 
catch the Senator's answer. 

Mr. GREEN. If the Senator will refer 
to the bill, page 39, section 14, he will 
find the answer. I explained why that 
provision was inserted. We start with 
the negative because so much criticism 
was made of the War Ballot Commission 
having power to investigate the proprie
ty of ballots being thrown out or counted. 
The bill provides: 

The Commission shall have no powers or 
functions with respect to the determination 
of the validity of ballots cast under the pro
visions of this title; such determination shall 
be made by the duly constituted election offi
cials of the appropriate districts, precincts, 
counties, or other voting units of the several 
States. Votes cast under the provisions of 
this title shall be canvassed, counted, and 
certified in each State by its proper can
vassing boards in the same manner, as nearly 
as may be practicable, as the votes cast within 
its borders are canvassed, counted, and cer
tified. 

I added, in my comment, that I hoped 
that the various States would pass the 
necessary enabling legislation and pro
vide the necessary penalties for breach 
of observance of its provisions. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. I had understood the 
distinguished majority leader to observe 
that he could not be for the bill if it 
empowered an election judge of his pre
cinct in Kentucky to throw out a ballot 
of the kind provided for. 

Mr. BARKLEY. What I sai4 was that 
I would not vote for any amendment to 
the bill. I am for the bill as it has been 
written; I am studying the amendments 
which are no·w pending. I did not mean, 
by my comment, to include the bill as 
it is. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Under the bill as it is, 
would a precinct election official have the 
right to toss out a ballot if he thought it 
were invalid? 

Mr. GREEN. I do not concede the 
moral right. 

Mr. LUCi\S. Will the Senator from 
Rhode Island yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. I do not concede that 

the election precinct official would have 
the right, upon his own initiative, to toss 
out a ballot. I undertake to say that the 
ballot provided for will be in the same 
category with any other absentee ballot, 
and if someone in an election precinct 
challenges one of these ballots, just as 
any other ballot is challenged, it would 
be necessary for someone to make out a 
case for him, with an affidavit. Merely 
for an election-precinct otncial to say 
the ballot is illegal because it is a Fed
eral ballot, and in his opinion is uncon· 
stitutional, would be beyond his power, 
in my OI?inion. In other words, we def .. 
initely say in this section that-

Votes cast under the provisions of this title 
shall be canvassed, counted, and certified in 
each State by its proper canvassing boards in 
the same manner, as nearly as may be prac
ticable, as the votes cast within its borders are 
canvassed, counted, and certified. ' 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Let us make a spe
cific case out of it, if the Senator does not 
mind. My State has a law which pro .. 
hibits voters from voting by party. Vle 
have to vote for persons in Colorado. 
Assuming one of the ballots came into 
X precinct, and the soldier had voted 
by party instead of by person, as we are 
required to vote in Colorado, and suppose 
someone challenged the vote, the elec
tion judge, I assume, under the answers 
which have been given, would toss out 
the ballot. 

Mr. GREEN. He would not, as I as
sumed in a previous discussion during 
the debate, if the attorney general in
structed him that the Federal law was to 
be obeyed, wherever it abrogated the 
State law. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. The Attorney General 
of the United States? 

Mr. GREEN. No; the attorney gen
eral of the State. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Of course, the opinion 
of the attorney general of a State is an 
opinion, it is not the law of the State. 

Mr. GREEN. No; but I think any offi
cial who was guided by it and acted ac
cordingly would probably be exempt 
from any penalty. 

Mr., MILLIKIN. Furthermore, there is 
no compulsion on the attorney general 
of any State to give an opinion. 

Mr. GREEN. No; that is lift to the 
States. States' rights are recognized. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Then I understand 
the Senator's answer to be that in a case 
such as the one I have suggested, if a 
challenge were made at the precinct, the 
election judge could refuse to count the 
vote, and that would be subjected to our 
whole contest procedure, if someone 
wanted to contest it? 

Mr. GREEN. Certainly. 
Mr. LUCAS. Will the Senator from 

Rhode Island yield? 
Mr. GREE~. I yield. 
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Mr. LUCAS. I think the Senator is 
correct in the event the challenge is 
made and is not overcome--

Mr. MILLIKIN. Yes. 
Mr. LUCAS. By a proper affidavit, as 

could be done in the election precinct 
under the election laws, for instance, of 
my own State. But if a challenge is made 
in a local election precinct of one of these 
uniform election ballots, and the chal
lenge is sustained by the local election 
officials, then the ballot -will not be 
counted, and it would be a question later 
on for the courts to determine whether 
or not the ballot was legal. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. And is it not true 
that, by that process, extending that 
sort of challenge and contest all over 
the United States, there might be built 
up an aggregate contest that might 
throw the election in doubt? 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator is now 
speculating. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Of course. 
Mr. LUCAS. I wish to make this 

statement very emphatically with re
spect to .speculation as to what is going 
to happen in this precinct or that pre
cinct throughout the United States, I 
am more interested for the moment in 
giving the franchise to the soldiers than 
I am in speculating as to what is going 
to happen in the future. I think the 
important thing for the Senate to con
sider now is whether or not we are to 
give the right of franchise to the sol
dier, to be exercised in a uniform Federal 
ballot wherever he may be training or 
fighting. 

I am not worrying now about what is 
going to happen in the precincts in my 
State. I do not know anything about 
the Senator's State, but I undertake to 
say that if the election officials in my 
State refused to count a soldier's bal
lot, but counted the ballot of some fel
low at home, there would be a riot in my 
community that night; and I will guar
antee it, if I am there. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. If I may say so, I am 
interested in not having riots in connec
tion with our elections. I am interested 
in having certainty in the results in con
nection with them. I am interested in 
·having the soldiers vote. In my State, 
on the 27th of this month, we are to have 
a special meeting of the legislature to 
give them the right to vote. So in my 
State the question as to whether we are 
or not in favor of the soldier voting does 
not arise. We are all in favor of his 
voting, and we are going to give him the 
means of voting. 

Mr. LUCAS. I congratulate the Sen
ator upon that, and if they follow 
through with what the Senator is sug
gesting, then the query he propounded 
in first stating the hypothetical case he 
submitted will be out the window, be
cause no doubt the legislature is going to 
meet for that purpose along with others. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. It is entirely possible 
that some Federal ballots might come in 
on the basis here proposed, and some 
of our State absentee ballots might not 
come in, so there would be a dual system 
of law to enforce, that set up by the 
special session of the legislature, and 
that set up by the Congress, and every 
election judge would have the problem of 

deciding how to administer the dual sys
tem of law. 

Mr. LUCAS. I am satisfied, from what· 
the Senator has said, that the people of 
his State are just as patriotic as those 
of any other section of the Nation--

Mr. MILLIKIN. That goes without 
saying. 

Mr. LUCAS. And desire to do the very 
thing we are discussing, that is, ulti
mately to put the local State machinery 
in such shape that the soldiers can vote, 
and that the local election officials will 
count the votes. 

I feel so keenly about this thing that 
I am not willing to speculate on a lot of 
intangibles that may happen in the fu
ture with respect to this matter. I do 
not know about them; but I do know 
that we are close to the brink of saying 
here in the Congress of the United States 
that we are not going to give the soldiers 
the right to vote, and if we pass a law 
other than what is before us, that objec
tive will be accomplished. Vile cannot 
leave the matter to the States. Such 
action would be absolutely negative; it 
would be meaningless. I insist with all 
the sincerity I possess that unless we do 
something to give the servicemen the 
opportunity to vote, in view of what has 
transpired here in the last 60 days, we 
are literally going to shatter the morale 
of the men who are fighti,ng the war, and 
I say that we may thereby extend the 
war as a result. That is how far I am 
willing to go. I have never been so seri
ous with respect to a proposition in my 
life as I am with respect to this represent
ative piece of legislation which goes to 
the very grass roots of democracy. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. The Senator, if he 
will yield, has given his own legislation 
a good certificate of character. He has 
proscribed me in my speculations, but 
indulges in the rankest speculations 
himself. He is speculating on riots, he 
is speculating on morale and that its de
struction may lose us the war. His 
whole mind on the subject is in a fer
ment of speculation, and I do not be
grudge him the right to speculate. I hope 
he will not begrudge me the right to 
speculate. 

Mr. LUCAS. No; but the Senator has 
a different basis for his speculation. He 
is speculating on two things for the mo
ment. He is speculating on whether or 
not he is going to vote for the bill, and 
he is using the speculation of the future 
with respect to whether or not the votes 
are going to be counted in attempting 
to justify his position. He is attempting 
to tell the people of this country that 
there are going to be many contests and 
there is going to be a great deal of tur
moil and chaos throughout the land. It 
is possible that what the Senator says is 
true. I will not say that there will not 
be a number of contests. There are con
tests all over the country at all times 
over this election or that. But what I 
am saying is that the immediate question 
we have to decide is whether or not we 
are going to make it possible, by proper 
legislation, for the service men and 
women to vote. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Well, that, in rela
tion to this bill, might be the purest type 
of speculation. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senatdr may call it . 
pure if he wants to. I have another 
name for it. 
. Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I 
should like to speculate about when the 
Senate can quit for the day. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 
Mr. TYDINGS. I was going to say 

that I believe the point ·made by the Sen
ator from Colorado, namely, that the 
Federal ballots do not contain party vot
ing privileges, might be considered. I 
have no desire to attack the bill. I think 
it is a greatly improved bill, but I do 
present this thought: In the State of · 
Maryland, for example, one cannot run 
in two primaries at the same time, as can 
be done in other States. One must run 
as a Democrat, or as a Republican, or 
a Socialist. There is no way by which 
one can run on more than one party 
ticket, even though everyone were sat
isfied to have it done. Our laws further 
provide, and it has been settled policy 
in the State, that a blanket ballot can
not be voted, that is, that a party ballot 
cannot be voted. Each block must be 
voted separately. If an individual de
sires to vote all Democratic, well and 
good. 

I am simply suggesting to the authors 
of the bill, in the best of spirit, that it 
may be that the law in my State, as in 
Colorado, for example, will not be 
changed, and it certainly would be too 
bad to pass a Federal law which for 
any reason might bear the stigma of 
not being legal, even though the charge 
were not . sustained. I suggest to the 
two authors of the bill that the more we 
can do to eliminate every chance of a 
charge of illegality, the more service we 
will render to the soldiers who are going 
to cast the ballots. The more we leave 
the question of legality in doubt, the 
greater harm there will be, because riots 
might occur, and all kinds of charges 
might be made. 

I therefore respectfully suggest to the 
authors of the bill-and I do not ask 
them for any decision tonight-that I 
do not believe their position would be at 

' all weakened if the provisions for party 
voting were eliminated from the bill. 
Certainly the individual could still vote 
on the party plane if he wanted to, or he 
could split his ticket if he wanted to. If 
that were to happen in the State of Mary
land, under the present law, the only 
votes that would be counted would be 
those cast for President and Vice Presi
dent. There would be no count of the 
votes for Senator and Members of the 
House. Perhaps the legislature will 
change the law. I do not know about 
that. But why not pass a law in such a 
fashion as to conform, wherever we can, 
with the laws of the States themselves? 
I simply submit that thought to the two 
authors of the bill in order that they may 
reflect upon it, and see if they cannot 
arrive at some conclusion. 

Mr. GREEN. I may say a word or two 
in answer to the Senator from Maryland. 
That question was very carefully consid
ered before the provision for party vat· 
ing was adopted. The reason for adopt• 
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ing the provision is that it will prove 
absolutely impossible, in view of the laws 
of the different States, to inform a great 
many of the soldiers in distant quarters 
of the world who the candidates are. It 
would be better if they knew who the 
candidates were. But if they cannot find 
out, a provision is made whereby as soon 
as candidates are nominated the infor
mation is sent to the war ballot com
mission, and the ballot commission sends 
it overseas as quickly as possible, and it 
is posted in the camps. Of course, the 
men would rather know who the candi
dates are, but if they did not know, they 
would rather vote for their party than 
not vote at all. 
. I cannot accept the suggestion of the 
Senator from Maryland that where there 
is a conflict between laws of the United 
States and the laws of Maryland there 
should be any doubt as to which would 
prevail. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 
Mr. BREWSTER. I wonder if the 

Senator has given consideration to the 
situation in the State of Maine, where 
we elect our Representatives in Septem
ber. Will the bill cover that situation? 

Mr. GREEN. I do not understand to 
what situation the Senator refers. 

M_·, BREWSTER. We have an election 
ir~ September for our Representatives in 
Congress, but not for President. The 
President is voted for in November. Is 
the election in September for Repre
se.;ntatives in the State of Maine provided 
for in the bill? 

Mr. GREEN. It is contemplated that 
the blank ballots will be sent overseas a 
couple of months before the election. 

Mr. BREWSTER. That will not be 
early enough. 

Mr. GREEN. The ballots could be sent 
3 months before the election is held, I 
suppose. The Senator does not think the 
State of Maine would change the election 
date and thus cease to be the barometer 
of the Nation, does he? 
- Mr. BREWSTER. I do not think we 
would want to disappoint the Senator by 
casting down his hopes. We are, how
ever, really faced with a dilemma. In 
Maine we vote for President in Novem
ber, and for Representatives in Con
gress in September. Under the terms of 
the bill, as I understand, the men over
seas-and we have a good many of 
them-could not split their ballots. 

Mr. GREEN. I ani afraid then the 
special election might be in the category 
of1the primaries held in the South. 

Mr. BREWSTER. It is not a special 
election. It is a general election which 
we have heJd from time immemorial. 
The rest of the country has changed, but 
Maine remains the same as always. We 
hold our election in September. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, it would 

be possible for a ballot simply contain
ing the names of the men who are can
didates for Representatives to be sent 
to the soldiers, and to let them vote that 
ballot in September. They would prob
ably be entitled to another ballot con-

taining the names of the candidates for 
President and Senator. Does Maine vote 
for Senator in November or September? 

Mr. BREWSTER. No vote will be had 
for Senator this year. This year we vote 
for candidates for the House in Sep
tember. 

Mr. BARKLEY. There are two sepa
rate elections held practically 2 months 
apart. It seems to me there would be 
no difficulty in getting a ballot to the 
soldiers containing the names of the can
didates to be voted for in Maine in Sep
tember, and a ballot to be voted in 
November. 

Mr. BREWSTER. The bill as now 
drawn certainly would not contemplate 
such a situation. 

Mr. GREEN. No; it contemplates the 
shipment of one kind of ballot for one 
election. 

Mr. BREvVSTER. Mr. President, 
would the Senator or whoever assisted 
him in drafting the measure give con
sideration to whether it could be made 
possible for servicemen from Maine to · 
participate in the election, without re
gard to how they might vote? 

Mr. GREEN. Let me ask the Senator 
to give consideration to having the State 
of Maine change the date of its election, 
so as to have it in accord with the dates 
of election in the other 47 States. · If 
we desire to have uniformity with re
spect to . the election, that would be a 
good example. 

Mr. BREWSTER. In the first place, 
Mr. President, we would have to have a 
meeting of the State legislature and 
would have to persuade the citizens of 
Maine that such a provision was wjse. In 

. Maine we do have the situation that 
the weather becomes somewhat in
clement in November. I think that is 
one of the reasons, aside from our being 
a barometer State, for our having the 
election in September. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The snow is just as 
deep in November, whether one is vot
ing for President .or a Member of Con
gress. 

Mr. TYDINGS. And the snow falls 
alike on the just and the unjust. 

Mr. BREWSTER. That situation oc
curs only once in 4 years, and then we 
dig them out. But I am sure the Senator 
does not mean to imply that he would 
bring pressure of that kind, that in order 
for the people of Maine to enable their 
soldiers to vote they . must change the 
date of the Maine election. 

Mr. GREEN. I was merely asking the 
question. 

Mr. BREWSTER. I am quite sure 
what the Senator suggests is not prac
ticable. Regardless of whether an ap
propriate amendment were offered pro
viding that Members of Congress, who 
are recognized as Federal officials, might 
be voted for, under our law I think we 
could almost qualify if we could have the 
ballots transmitted and if a 30-day pro
vision were made. 

Mr. GREEN. There is a provision un
der which everything will be done that 
can be done to cooperate in getting the 
ballots there. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Yes; if we could get 
the postal cards-personally, I thought 
that was the happiest solution-to the 

troops by the l~1t of July, so that they 
could get back here in time, that would 
take care of the matter. Under the 
mailing arrangements with which I am 
familiar, because I have a boy in the 
service, I think we could get the ballots 
over and back in time. 

Mr. GREEN. I think it should be pos
sible to do so by July, unless a threatened 
filibuster takes place. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Would the Senator 
consider an amendment which would 
bring the soldier voters from Maine with
in the purview of the Federal ballot law? 

Mr. GREEN. I doubt very much 
whether that would -be feasible . . Inquiry 
would have to be made all over the world, 
because no one knows where the Maine 
boys are. Probably they are scattered 
all over the world. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Yes; they are. 
Mr. GREEN. Provision would have to 

be made for a separate ballot. If the 
ballots came back from various places all 
over the world, the ballots cast by Maine 
soldiers would have to be sorted and dis
tributed later. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Would the Senator 
say that under the provisions of the 
pending bill the Maine soldiers would not 
be able to take advantage of that provi
sion? 

·Mr. GREEN. · The Senator has said 
that in Maine there will not be an elec
tion for Senator this year; is that cor
rect? 

Mr. BREWSTER. That is correct. 
Mr. GREEN. I th1nk we could make 

special effort to see that the Maine sol
diers received their ballots in time to be 
able to 1·eturn them in time. 

Mr. BREWSTER. I do not think they 
could be· counted, because ballots re
turned in September would not be eligi
ble to be counted in the November 
election. 

Mr. GREEN. Oh, no; there would 
have to be separate ballots. 

Mr. BREWSTER. So the Maine sol
diers would either lose their vote in Sep
tember or their vote in November. 

Mr. GREEN. I am afraid the Senator 
misunderstood me. I meant one ballot 
would be the ballot for President and 
Vice President and the other would b.e 
the ballot for State representatives. 

Mr. BREWSTE,R. I .am sure the Sen
ator recognizes the right to vote for Fed
eral officials, with respect to the vote 
for whom, as I understand the matter, 
we are to vote in connection with the 
pending bill. 

Mr. GREEN. That is correct; but 
there is the ·choice of voting by State 
ballot or by Federal ballot. In this case 
it seems to me the Maine soldiers could 
well choose the State ballot. 

Mr. BREWSTER. 'i'hey would if they 
could get it. 

Mr. GREEN. That is the trouble. 
The Army and Navy will facilitate the 
shipment of the ballots. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Would they be 
given the same right-of-way as the 
right-of-way given the Federal ballots? 

Mr. GREEN. I do not know; I should 
have to take up that matter with the 
Departments. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Will the Senator 
state the position of the Departments? 
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Mr. GREEN. They said it was im

practicable to do so for all the States. 
'7hether they would be able to do so for 
Maine, inasmuch as Maine stands in a 
unique position in this respect, I do not 
know. 

Mr. BREWSTER. I think we should 
not give the country the impression, on 
account of any of the considerations the 
Senator has suggested here today, that 
Maine is being discriminated against. 

Mr. GREEN. Apparently the Nation 
already has discriminated against Maine, 
47 of the States having abandoned the 
Maine custom of having two elections. 

Mr. BREWSTER. ·They still permit us 
to vote; they have done so up until the 
present. This is the first time in 12 years 
that it has been proposed that the peo
pfe of Maine-particularly the Maine 
soldiers-should not have the same op
portunity to vote that the people of other 
States have. I am sure that upon fur
ther examination the Senator will not 
want to have such a suggestion go forth. 

Mr. GREEN. I want the Maine sol
diers to vote, regardless of whether they 
vote right. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Yes; I am sure that 
is so. I hope the Senator will give con
sideration-that is why I brought up the 
matter so ·late in the day-to whether 
some appropriate provision which would 
bring the Maine soldiers within the pur
View of the law may be made. 

Mr. GREEN. I will confer with the 
department heads. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen
ate proceed to the consideration of exec:-
utive business. · 

The motion was agreed to: and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TUN
NELL in the chair) laid before the Senate 
messages from the President of the 
United States submitting sundry nom
inations, which were referred to the ap
propriate committees. 

<For nominations this day received, see 
the end of Senate proceedings.) 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITI';EES 

The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on 
Public Lands and Surveys: 

Abe Fortas, of Tennessee, to be Under 
Secretary of the Interior. 

By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further reP')rts of committees, the 
clerl{ will state the nominations on the 
calendar. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 

The legislative clerk read the nom
ination of Joseph B. Eastman, of Massa
chusetts, to be Interstate Commerce 
Commissioner for the term expiring D3-
cember 31, 1950. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

The legislative clerk read the nom
ination of John L. Rogers, of Tennessee, 

to be Interstate Commerce Commissioner 
for the term expiring December 31, 1950. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

NATIONAL MEDIATION BO~RD 

The legislative clerk read the nom
ination of Harry H : Schwartz, of Wyo
ming, to be member of the National 
Mediation Board for the term expiring 
February 1, 1947. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

POSTMASTERS 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous 
consent that the nominations of post
masters be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
· objection, the postmaster nominations 
are confirmed en bloc. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the Presi
dent be immediately notified of all nom
inations confirmed today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 

That completes the calendar. 
RECESS 

Mr. BARKLEY. As in legislative ses
sion, I move that the Senate take a recess 
until12 o'clock noon tomorrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 
o'clock and 26 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
took a recess until tomorrow, Tuesday, 
.January 25, 1944, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by the 
Senate January 24, 1944: 

THE JUDICIARY 
UNITED STATES JUDGE 

ANTHONY J. DIMOND, of Alaska, to be United 
States district judge for the third division 
of Alaska, vice Han. Simon Hellenthal, term 
expired. 

UNITED ,STATES ATTORNEY 
Lynn J. Gemmill, of Alaska, to be United 

States attorney for the first division of 
Alaska, vice Han. William A. Holzheimer, re
tired. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL 
Norris Metzger Thomas, of South Carolina, 

to be United States marshal for the eastern 
district of South Carolina, vice William F. 
Burguson, deceased. 

CHIEF JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT OF PUERTO RICO 
Martin Travieso, of Peurto Rico, to be chief 

justice of the Supreme Court of Puerto Rico, 
vice Emilio del Taro Cuevas, resigned. 

DISTRICT COURT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
Herman E. Moore, of Illinois, to be judge of 

the District Court of the Virgin Islands of the 
United St ates. (Judge Moore is now serving 
in this post under an appointment which ex
pired August 4, 1943.) 

UNITED STATES PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 
The following-named officers for promo

tions in the Regular Corps of the United 
States Public Health Service: 

William S. Hotchkiss, from assistant sur
geon to passed assistant surgeon, effective 
from January 13, 1944. 

William H. W. Komp, from senior sanitary 
engineer to sanitary engineer director, effec
tive from January 21, 1944. 

Richard T. Page, from assistant sanitary 
engineer to passed assistant sanitary engineer, 
effective from February 21, 1944. 

Mark D. Hollis to be temporarily promoted 
from sanitary engineer to senior sanitary en
gineer effective from January 1, 1944. 

Norman L. Zwickel to be temporarily pro
moted from assistant dental surgeon to passed 
assistant dental surgeon, effective from Jan
uary 1, 1944. 

A very B. Wight to be temporarily promoted 
from assistant surgeon to passed assistant 
surgeon, effective from December 1, 1943. 

Bryan A. Dawber to be temporarily pro
moted from passed assistant surgeon to sur
geon, effective January 1, 1944. 

Byron J. Olson to be temporarily promoted 
from passed assistant surgeon to surgeon. 
effective January 1, 1944. 

Harold R. Sancistead to be temporarily pro
moted from passed assistant surgeon to sur~ 
geon, effective from January 1, 1944. 

lN THE NAVY 
Capt. Joseph J. Clark, United States Navy, 

to be a rear admiral in the Navy, for tempo
rary service, to rank from the 23d day of 
April 1943. 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate January 24, 1944: 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
TO BE INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONERS 
Joseph B. Eastman 
John L. Rogers 

NATIONAL MEDIATION BOARD 
TO BE A MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL 

MEDIATION BOARD 
Harry H. Schwartz 

POSTMASTERS 
LOUISIANA 

Willie A. Dearman, Delhi. 
Pauline M. Netterville, Newellton. 

MASSACHUSETTS 
Theresa K. Larkin, Haydenville. 
Newell A. Ritchie, North Billerica. 
Brantson K. Fuller, South Easton. 
Annie W. Baker, South Yarmouth. 

MISSISSIPPI 
Victor L. Weileman, Stoneville. 
Daniel Clarence Selby, Tinsley. 

NEW JERSEY 
Reva Hilborn, Clarksboro. 
Leon A. Dolan, Ogdensburg. 
I. Morgan Lewis, Rocky Hill. 
Matilda E. Lyster, Thorofare. 
Sara Gertrude Boland, West Berlin. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
MONDAY, JANUARY 24, 1944 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and 
was called to order by the Speaker. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont
gomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Almighty God, our Father, to Thee we 
offer our tributes of praise and grati
tude. As life is brief like the evening 
vapor and the dew on the morning, it is 
also sacred and full of immortal values. 
We pray that the hidden forces of our 
beings may come forth in the urgency of 
great duties and in the joy of great pur
poses. As the battle is not to the swift 
nor to the strong, arm us with that spirit 
that dares to conquer. 
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Gracious Lord, in the turmoil that 

surges through this anxious world we 
would learn to trust Thee and so live that 
Thy grace would help us to perform even 
humble service and the homely tasks. 
So strengthen us that we shall be able to 
carry our labors cheerfully, standing 
courageously and strive lawfully, thus 
being worthy of our country's call. We 
pray for the unvoiced Americans who 
never hear the sound of praise nor will 
never see their names chiseled on a 
crumbling stone. 0 remember this 
nameless multitude whose lives are scant 
and severe; bow down, 0 heavens, and 
come to these hearts that are bearing 
the magnitude of their care. We rejoice 
that Thou art still in this latter world; 
sweeten their toil into a song of thanks
giving that they are a power eternal in 
the hearts and homes of men. To the 
glory and honor of our Saviour's name. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Fri
day, January 21, 1944, was read and ap
proved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the Presi
dent of the United States was communi
cated to the House by Mr. Miller, one of. 
his secretaries, who also informed the 
Rouse that on the following dates the 
President approved and signed bills of 
the House of the following titles: 

On January 18, 1944: 
H. R. 3691. An act to permit the construc

tion, maintenance, and use of certain pipe 
lines for steam-heating purposes in the Dis
trict of Columbia. 

On January 20, 1944: 
H. R. 2207. An act to amend the Nationality 

Act of 1940; and 
H. R. 3611. An act to authorize the appoint

ment of court reporters in the district courts 
of the United States, to fix their duties, to 
provide for their compensation, and for other 
purposes. · 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed, with amend
ments in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested, a bill of the House of 
the following title: 

H. R. 3687. An act to provide revenue, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the foregoing bill, requests a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and appoints 
Mr. GEORGE, Mr. WALSH of Massachu
setts, Mr. BARKLEY, Mr. CONNALLY, Mr. 
LA FOLLETTE, Mr. VANDENBERG, and Mr. 
DAVIS to be the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 
COMMITTEE ON WORLD WAR VETERANS' 

LEGISLATION 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, under rule 
XXVII of the House, I call up the motion 
to discharge the Committee on Rules 
from further consideration of House Res
olution 29. 

CALL OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, this is an 
important matter. There is not a 

quorum present, and I make the point of 
order a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER. Obviously a quorum 
is not present. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I move a 
call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk called the roll, and the fol

lowing Members failed to answer to 
their names: 

Allen, La. 
Baldwin, Md. 
Bell 
Boy kin 
Bradley, Pa. 
Camp 
Carrier 
Clason 
Curley 
Dawson 
Dirksen 
Domengeaux 
Douglas 
Ellsworth 
Fellows 
Fish 
Fitzpatrick 
Ford 
Gale 

[Roll No.8] 
Gamble Murphy 
Granger Myers 
Green Newsome 
Gross · Norton 
Hare O'Leary 
Harness, Ind. Outland 
Hobbs Ploeser 
Jackson Pracht 
Jones Randolph 
J onkman Scanlon 
Judd Scrivner 
Kleberg Sheridan 
Lanham Smith, W. Va. 
Luce Sullivan 
McKenzie Sumner, Dl. 
Maas Weiss 
Magnuson West 
Morrison, La. Winter 
Morrison, N. C. 

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and 
sixty-nine Members have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 

Further proceedings under the call 
were dispensed with. 

. COMMITTEE ON WORLD WAR VETERANS' 
LEGISLATION 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re
port the resolution (H. Res. 29) • 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That clause 40, rule XI, of the 

Rules of the House of Representatives of the 
Seventy-seveuth Congress, be amended to 
read as follows: 

"40. To insurance of soldiers, sailors, and 
marines, and other persons based upon active 
military and naval service in the armed forces 
of the United States, during or growing out 
of the World War or World War No. 2; the 
compensations, allowances, and pensions of 
such persons and their beneficiaries, and all 
legislation affecting them other than civil 
service, public lands, adjusted compensa
tions-to the Committee on World War Veter
ans' Legislation." 

The SPEAKE.R. Under the rule the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. RAN
KIN] is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 5 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution was intro
duced a little more than a year ·ago, on 
January 6, 1943. We were unable to get 
it reported from the Rules Committee. I 
am reliably informed the Committee on 
Rules never had a chance to vote on it. 
It was never laid before them for a vote. 
Therefore it was petitioned out. ·Two 
hundred and eighteen Members of this 
House signed a petition bringing it be
fore the House at this time. The object 
of it is to straighten out the jurisdiction 
of veterans' legislation in order that we 
may proceed in an orderly way in de
veloping legislation concerning the vet
erans of World War No. 2, just as we 
have with reference to veterans of World 
War No. 1. There are three slight 
amendments which I propose to offer. 
The rule refers to the Seventy-seventh 
Congress, because it was really written 
before the rules of the Seventy-eighth 
Congress were adopted. I expect to of-

fer an amendment to correct that error. 
Also, after the words "World War" I ex
pect to offer an amendment to insert 
"I," and after "World War II," "United 
States Veterans' Administration," to 
make it conform to the present rules of 
the House. This will give the Veterans' 
Administration the same jurisdiction of 
legislation concerning veterans of World 
War No. 2 as it now has of the veterans of · 
World War No. 1. 

Mr. MAY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mr. MAY. Of course, I am interested 

in knowing that the resolution does not, 
in any way, affect the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Military Affairs of the 
House. I would like to ask the gentle
man this question. Where will the di
viding line be between the jurisdiction of 
one committee and the other? In other 
words, would it not be at the point where 
the soldier leaves the service and be
comes a veteran? 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes. It would be just 
exactly where it is now. As it affects vet
erans of World War No. 1. It will not 
affect the present jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DONDERO. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mr. DONDERO. Does this take away 

from the Committee on Education all 
matters of legislation affecting the edu
cation of veterans? 

Mr. RANKIN. This takes a way only 
jurisdiction of legislation that would be
long to the Committee -on World War 
Veterans' Legislation affecting veterans 
of World War No.1. I cannot yield fur
ther. I think that is a complete answer 
to the gentleman's question. 

Mr. Speaker, there is legislation being 
introduced that ought to go to the Com
mittee on World War Veterans' Legisla
tion, which is being sent to other com
mittees. As a result you are getting into a 
jam on veterans' legislation. For in
stance, an insurance bill was tacked on 
as an amendment in the Senate that 
went to a House committee that did not 
want it. In that bjll they left out what 
I consider to be the most important part 
of the legislation. There is Qther legis
lation being introduced and sent to other 
committees which ought to go to the 
Committee on World War Veterans' 
Legislation. This resolution has the ap
proval of the veterans' organizations. 
Every one of the major organizations 
affecting World War veterans has come 
t6 us and asked for this change of the 
rule in order that we might work out an 
orderly procedure with reference to hos
pitalization, insurance, rehabilitation, 
compensation, and treatment for widows 
and orphans of the men who are killed in 
this war or died of service-connected dis~ 
abilities, or who suffer disabilities. 

For that reason we have asked for the 
passage of this measure. 

Mr. McGREGOR. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mr. McGREGOR. To what committee 

would the bill with reference to the sol· 
diers' vote be referred, had this legisla~ 
tion been in effect? 
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Mr. RANKIN. What committee got it 

as it was? 
Mr. McGREGOR. I believe the Com

mittee on Expenditures in the Executive 
Departments or to the Committee on 
Election of President, Vice President, and 
Representatives of Congress. 

Mr. RANKIN. ' The bill went to the 
Committee on Election of President, Vice 
President, and Representatives of Con
gress. This rule would not affect that 
legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 
consumed 5 minutes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the distinguished gentleman 
from l\.1ichigan [Mr. LESINSKI], chair
man of the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, which was established in 1813. 

Mr. LESINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I am 
opposed to the provisions of House Reso
lution 29 because if it is adopted it will 
be a direct infringement upon the estab
lished jurisdiction of the Committee -on 
Invalid Pensions, of which I am chair
man. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions is 
the oldest pension committee of the Con
gress and was first established in 1813 
as a Committee on Pensions and Revo
lutionary Claims. 

It was a bill from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions passed by this House 
the very next day· after war was declared 
on Japan-and now known as Public Law 
359 of the Seventy-seventh Congress, ap
proved December 19, 1941-that provided 
the first monetary benefits for the vet
erans of this war and. their dependents, 
and the rates provided in that legisla
tion reported by the Committee on In
valid Pensions were equal to the rates 
provided for veterans of other wars: 
There has been pension legislation passed 
by this· House since that date purporting 
to be beneficial to the veterans of this 
war, but the truth is that it did not in
crease the monetary benefits for the vet
erans of this war 1 cent. It has only 
provided additional benefits for the de
pendents of veterans of all wars. Pension 
legislation considered by this House since 
the enactment of Public Law No. 359 has 
been sponsored by powerful now existing 
organizations and had for its objective 
the securing of greater benefits for vet
erans of other wars, and at the same 
time use their organizations as a vehicle 
to secure members who have been dis
charged from this war and thereby per
petuate their organizations. 

I have only been a Member of Congress 
since 1932, but during that time I have 
supported all legislation beneficial to the 
veterans. I have been informed by 
Members who have been her.e for many 
more years than I that this is the first 
time that veterans' organizations have 
endeavored to dictate the internal or
ganization of this House. Heretofore, 
the objectives of veterans' organiza
tions-insofar as congressional activi
ties are concerned-was to secure 
legislation that was beneficial to our vet
erans and their dependents. This ac
tivity on the part of veterans' organiza
tions in swamping Members of Congress 

with letters and telegrams is far afield, 
in my opinion, of the purposes for which 
they were incorporated. Their efforts in 
this instance is to bypass the powerful 
Committee on Rules and revamp the 
rules of this body and dietate what com
mittee shall consider veterans' legisla
tion. 

When I was home for the holidays I 
made it a point to talk with the leaders 
of veterans' organizations in the city of 
Detroit and in the Detroit area; and, 
incidentally, in my congressional district 
I have the largest V. F. W. post in the 
world; and since I was elected to Con
gress I have had the wholehearted sup
port of all the veterans' organizations 
in my congressional district. These 
leaders informed me that they frankly 
did not understand this jurisdictional 
controversy and that the letters and 
telegrams that they had sent to Wash
ington, urging Members to sign dis- . 
charge petition No.8 and support House 
Resolution 29, had been sent by them 
only upon the insistence of their State 
and National officers. 

The distinguished gentleman from 
North Carolina in speeches delivered 
on the floor of the House last Thursday 
and Friday directed the attention of this 
body to how far-reaching House Resolu
tion 29 would be if adopted. In the 
press, on the radio, and in current maga
zines there has been much about the 
veterans' omnibus bill. The gentle
wohlan from Massachusetts made a 
statement in regard to this bill on the 
floor of this House on Tuesday, January 
18,. and inserted the bill in· the RECORD at 
the conclusion of her remarks-you will 
find it on page 360, and it goes over to 
page 364. Just take a look at that bill 
as printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
and you will find that its provisions 
directly infringe upon what has hereto
fore been the established jurisdiction of 
not only the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, but the Committee on Pensions, 
the Committee on Labor, the Committee 
on Education, the Committee on Military 
Affairs, the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and even the Committee on Agri
culture. In fact, if you adopt this reso
lution, I do not see how you can prevent 
the Committee on World War Veterans' 
Legislation from taking jurisdiction over 
the soldiers' vote bill. In view of the fact 
that this House for the next 2 or 3 years 
will be engaged in considering much leg
islation beneficial to our veterans, we 
may as well do away with all other com
mittees of the House and give exclusive 
jurisdiction to the Committee on World 
War Veterans' Legislation. 

I say to you, ladies and gentlemen of 
the House, if you read carefully House 
Resolution 29 in its present form you will 
have to admit that it is one of the clever
est pieces of drafting that has ever been 
presented to this House. The very clos
ing sentence-line 9-contains these 
words, "and all legislation affecting 
them." It was that phraseology that the 
distinguished gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. BARDEN] referred to last 

Thursday and Friday in his remarks on 
this floor. 

The Invalid Pensions Committee is 131 
years old, and among its present mem
bers are past officers of all of the leading 
veterans' organizations of this country. 
The rule of this House in regard to the 
jurisdiction of the Invalid Pensions Com
mittee is found in rule XI, clause 24, and 
states that it has jurisdiction over all the 
wars of the United States and peacetime 
other than the Spanish-American War, 
the Philippine Insurrection, the Boxer 
Rebellion, and the World War, and the 
fine print beneath the rule states that the 
rule was amended on January 3, 1939, 
Seventy-sixth Congress, increasing the 
committee's jurisdiction so as to include 
all of the wars of the United States and 
peacetime service other than those stated 
in the rule. That language is plain, and 
the very fact that we have before us 
today House Resolution 29 is of itself rec
ognition of the fact that jurisdiction over 
this present war has not and does not 
presently exist in the Committee on 
World War Veterans' Legislation, which 
was established in 1924 to handle pension 
legislation based upon the period of the 
World War. There is another reason 
why the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
the senior pension committee of the_ 
House, should retain its present jurisdic
tion-under rule :h7J, section 45, it is one 
of the 11 committees of the House that is 
privileged to report at any time on gener
al pension bills. That privilege no other 
pension committee of the House has, and 
it is of the utmost importance, because it 
does not make it necessary for the Invalid 
Pensions Committee to go before the 
Rules Committee and consume the time 
of that committee of the House to get a 
special rule when they report a general 
pension bill. 

There is no question that the member· 
ship of the Seventy-eighth Congress are 
veteran-minded and have a sincere desire 
to do everything possible in the best 
interests of our veterans, and I appeal to 
the Members of this House that they per· 
mit the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
to retain the jurisdiction that is right· 
fully theirs. I ask that the status quo of 
the committees remain, because if you 
adopt House Resolution 29 you will cause 
untold confusion in the procedure of this 
body because it is so far-reaching that it 
infringes upon the legislative jurisdic
tion of many committees. Therefore, in 
fairness to all concerned, I ask the Mem
bers of this House not to adopt House 
Resolution 29. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen· 
tleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Missis
sippi [Mr. COLMER]. 

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I have 
never signed a petition to discharge the 
Rules Committee from consideration of 
a bill because I do not approve of that 
method of legislating. I have not signed 
this petition, but I expect to vote for 
this discharge motion. In doing so I 
think I am doing that which the vet
erans' organizations think is the best 
thing to do. They should know. 
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I want to say just a word about the 

consideration of ·this resolution before 
the Rules Committee. The Rules Com
mittee had nothing against or for either 
of these resolutions, the one by the gen
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN] 
or the one by the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. LESINSKI]. The Rules 
Committee considered for a long time 
the advisability of consolidating all of 
these committees into one committee
consolidating every committee that dealt 
with this type of legislation. There are 
several of them. Personally, I think that 
-is what should have been done. Unfor
fortunately, we never reached that point, 
and hence this discharge resolution. 

I shall vote for this discharge because 
I think that, as between the two com
mittees, this is the proper place for that 
legislation to be referred. 
- I would like to say also that I know of 
no committee which has at its head a 
more able, a more capable member than 
the gentleman from Mississippi, my col
league [Mr. RANKIN]. He has the in
terests of the veterans at heart at all 
times. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Mississippi has expired. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
additional minute to the gentleman from 
Mississippi · [Mr. CoLMER] that he may 
-yield to the gentlewoman from Massa
chusetts. 

Mr. COLMER. I yield. 
· Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. The 
gentleman does it because he feels the 
veterans will receive their benefits much 
more expeditiously; it will be very much 
easier for the Veterans' Administration 
to go ahead with legislation that is 
passed and the veterans will get their 
money, insurance1 and benefits more 
directly. That is what we all want. 

Mr. COLMER. I still think it would 
pave been ·better had all these commit
tees been consolidated into one; but as 
between the two committees I think I 
have already answered the gentle
woman's question. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. COLMER. I yield. 
Mr. COOLEY. Can the gentleman ad

vise the House as to whether or not this 
resolution will be subject to amendment? 

Mr. COLMER. I would say it would 
not be unless the Chairman yielded for 
that purpose. 

Mr. COOLEY. Does the gentleman 
understand that that is in the discretion 
of the Chairman? 

Mr. COLMER. I do. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the 

gentleman from Mississippi has expired. 
Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 

minutes to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. BARDEN]. 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, until just 
recently the Committee on Education has 
been going about its work just as it has 
done since 1867. We are not apprehen
sive that any resolution might take from 
that committee a bill which the com
mittee had been very diligently working 
on dealing with the post-war educational 
program. In the last week it was called 
to our attention that this resolution 

which was filed with the Rules Commit
tee · possibly a year or a year and a half . 
ago has now found its way to the :floor, 
but I understand in view of the fact that 
it followed that procedure it comes to the 
:floor under a proposition where you must 
take it or leave it. I am informed by the 
House Parliamentarian-! was informed 
last week and have just been informed 
again-that this resolution is not subject 
to amendment. 

Let me say to the gentlemen who are 
interested in this resolution that this is 
a rather far-reaching resolution. It re
fers to all legislation affecting veterans. 
I am quite sure every Member of this 
House and certainly those who have 
served here over any period of years 
know there is no possible way to set up 
committees of this House without having 
some interlocking or overlapping, and to 
keep that straight it has very wisely been 
placed in the discretion of the Speaker, 
the presiding officer. 

I am not disturbed about the Legion's 
coming in on the :floor of this House and 
attempting to take part in the internal 
organization of this House. The Ameri
can Legion is a great organization. - I 
have been a member of it for a long 
time. I love it, it has done a grand work, 
but they are primarily and essentially 
interested in results, not in the internal 
organization of this House. This Con-

. gress has stood solidly with the .American 
Legion and they should be proud of the 
record they have made, but their success 
should not lead them into the hazardous 
channels of interfering with the jurisdic
tion of committees in this House. Per
haps there should be some clarification 
between the Pensions Committee and the 
Veterans' Affairs Committee, but by this 
one stroke the Committee on Edueation 
at_ one fell swoop becomes a,. bystander, 
and the first to come out with a black 
eye by being deprived of the education 
program it has been handling. As I 
mentioned a moment ago, the Congress 
authorized the organization of the Le
gion. We are not going to invade the 
Legion and instruct it how to set up its 
committees. 

I hope this House in its wisdom, if it 
writes a rule, will have the opportunity 
of writing the rule they want and not 
have to swallow so much at one gulp. 
There is considerable question in my 
mind as to whether or not it can or will 
be effective. For the reason that it seeks 
to amend the rules of the Seventy-sev
enth Congress, which closed prior to the 
opening of the Seventy-eighth Congress, 
and as previously mentioned the resolu
tion is not subject to amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from North Carolina has expired. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose 

does the gentleman arise? 
Mr. COOLEY. To propound a parlia

mentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 

· state it. 
Mr. COOLEY. I wish to be advised for 

my own information and for the infor
mation of the House as to whether or 
not this · resolution will be subject to 
amendment in the event of an a:mrma-

tive vote on the motion to discharge. 
'!'here seems to be some uncertainty 
about it. 
· The SPEAKER. The Chair will read 
the rule, which is very clear: 

If the motion should prevail to discharge 
the Committee on Rules <from any resolution 
pending before the committee the Hous3 
shall immediately vote on the adoption of 
said resolution, the Speaker not entertaining 
any dilatory or other intervening motions ex
cept one motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SABATH. That is ·on the resolu
tion itself, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the resolution it
self. 

Mr. COOI$Y. My parliamentary in
quiry was about the resolution after the 
discharge of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. That is exactly what 
the Chair was reading. It reads: "On 
the resolution." When the House votes 
to discharge the committee then the res
olution is before the House for a vote. 

Mr. COOLEY. Under the general 
rules of the House providing for an 
amendment; or am I mistaken? 

The SPEAKER. This is not under the 
general rules of the House; this is under 
the discharge rule. 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speakel\, a parlia
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman ·will 
state it . 

Mr. BARDEN. Then my statement in 
the well of the House a minute ago that 
this resolution was not subject to amend
ment was correct; was it not? 
· The SPEAKER. It was correct under 
the strict construction of th'e rule. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, with the 
permission of the Chair, I should like to 
invite the attention of the Chair to a 
provision contained in chapter 5 of rule 
24, which provides: 

If the motion prevails to discharge one of 
the standing committees of the House from 
any public bill or resolution pending before 
the committee it shall then be in order for 
any Member who signed the motion to move 
that the House proceed to the immediate 
consideration of such bill or resolution, such 
tnotion not being debatable; and such mo
tion is hereby made of high privilege, and 
if it shall be decided in the affirmative the 
bill shall be immediately considered under 
the general rules of the House and if un
finished before adjournment of the day 
on which it is called up it shall remain the 
unfinished business until it is fully dis
posed of. 

If it is going to be considered under 
the general rules of the House it occurs 
to me it will be subject to amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It is not considered 
under the general rules of the House; 
and, further than that, a legislative com
mittee is not being discharged. The 
Committee on Rules is not a legislative 
committee. 

The Chair is going to hold that the 
resolution is not subject to amendment 
within the rule we are operating under 
today. We must do it according to the 
special rule adopted for discharge. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman · will 
state it. 
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Mr. EBERHARTER. The Chair has 
just ruled that this resolution is not 
amendable. The resolution calls for an 
amendment of the rules of the Seventy
seventh Congress. Inasmuch as this is 
the Seventy-eighth Congress, should this 
resolution be passed it would have no 
effect whatsoever on the rules of the 
Seventy-seventh Congress. Is that cor
rect? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not 
be called upon to rule whether a matter 
was consistent. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, 
there is the question of jurisdiction, as to 
whether or not this Congress has the 
right to amend the rules of the Seventy
seventh Congress. This is · an entirely 
different Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Should a question of 
that kind ever arise the Chair would 
pass upon it at the time. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, a parlia
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Do we not at the be
ginning of a new Congress always adopt 
the rules of the previous Congress? 

The SPEAKER. That has been the 
custom, but the Chair remembers and 
the Chair believes the gentleman-himself 
probably recalls that it has not been done 
at all times. 

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, a parlia
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. JARMAN. In view of the fact that 
this resolution refers to pension and dif
ferent types of legislation and they to 
"all other legislation affecting veterans 
except civil service, public lands, and 
adjusted compensation" I wish to ask if 
it is not a fact that the discharge of the 
committee and the adoption of this res
olution would result in the reference to 
the Committee on World War Veterans' 
Legislation of all legislation, since I can 
conceive of . little legislation which will 
not affect veterans, except that pertain
ing to civil service, public lands; and ad
justed compensation? . 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, if the 
Chair will permit, let me say that that is 
exactly the language that was in the rule 
with reference to veterans of the First 
World War. This will not conflict with 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SABATH] is recognized. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, two reso
lutions have been introduced to amend 
the rule, House Resolution 14, by the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. LESIN
SKI] and House Resolution 29, by the 
gentleman from Mississip:Qi [Mr. 
RANKIN]. The Committee on Rules held 
several hearings and heard testimony of 
these gentlemen and others who ap
peared in behalf of the respective reso
lutions and came to the conclusion that 
the question of jurisdiction could wait 
until the boys started coming home as 
under our present rules the committee 
headed by the gentleman from Missis
sippi [Mr. RANKIN] considered legisla
tion pertaining to veterans of World War 
No.1. 

I am inclined to believe as has been 
. stated by the gentleman from Michigan 

[Mr. LEsiNSKI] and the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. BARDEN] that the 
passage of this re~olution will infringe 
upon the jurisdiction of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions which, under the 
existing rules of the House, has jurisdic
tion of veterans' pensions of all wars and 
peacetime service, excepting the Span
ish-American War, the Philippine Insur
rection, the Boxer Rebellion, and World 
War No. 1. It may also infringe on the 
-jurisdiction of the Committee on Pen
sions, Committee on Military Affairs, 
Committee on Naval Affairs, Committee 
on Wa.ys and Means, Committee on Edu
cation, and the Committee on Public 
Building and Grounds. I wish to assure 
the House there is nothing personal in 
this matter to me, but I think as was 
stated by several Members appearing be
fore the Committee on Rules that the 
matter should be held in abeyance until a 
representative number of members of the 
present armed forces should return and 
opportunity given tbem to voice their 
views. 

A majority of the members of the 
committee thought that the veterans of 
World War No. 2 might desire to also 
have a committee, and, consequently, in 
order to avoid further controversy and 
to await expression from the veterans 
themselves, the Committee on Rule$ · 
postponed consideration. But consider
ation has been given by means of a dis
charge petition. Personally, I think the 
resolution should not be passed today. 
We should wait until the next session · 
when the boys come home and give them 
a chance to say who they want to control 
the legislation pertaining to them. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SABATH. I yield to the gentle

man from Georgia. 
Mr. COX. The gentleman has given 

the House a correct picture of the situ
ation that prevailed in the Rules Com
mittee. We did not come to any defi
nite conclusion. It was, however, the 
feeling of the committee that there was 
need for legislation, but because of dis
inclination to offend members of the 
committees having a conflict of interest 
or conflicting claims of jurisdiction over 
matters affecting veterans' legislation 
the Rules Committee took no action. 

The gentleman is probably right if I 
understood -him to say that maybe this 
is a matter which the House should re
view in its entirety and that there should 
be offered to the House for its considera
tion some legislation looking to the re
vamping of th~ two committees and set
ting forth clearly the jurisdictions of 
these committees. I oppose discharging 
the Rules Committee, but if it is dis
charged I will vote for the adoption of 
the Rankin resolution. 

Mr. SABATH. My colleague, the gen
tleman from Georgia, has clearly ex
plained the situation which confronted 
the Committee on Rules. Not only the 
two committees--the Committee on In
valid Pensions and the Committee on 
World War Legislation-were involved in 
the question of jurisdiction, but also the 
Committee on Pensions. The Committee 

on Rules sought several times to come to 
some determination of jurisdiction but in 
the end a majority of the members 
deemed it wise and prudent to defer ac
tion, as I have stated, to wait until the 
boys returning from service would have a 
voice in the matter. 

Mr. Speaker, I feel that at this time 
when there are so many important meas
ures before the House that we should not 
waste time and can easily wait a short 
time when we will be in position to con
fer with many members of the armed 
forces who have been mustered out and 
are being mustered out from day to day. 
Those of us who were here in 1918 and 
1919 recall that we gave consideration to 
the recommendations of the men who 
served in World War No.1, and I respect
fully submit that the veterans of World 
War No. 2, of whom there will be three 
or four times as many, should not be de
nied the opportunity to give recommen
dations on legislation which will affect 
them. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman has expired. 

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, a parlia
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. JARMAN. I stated a parliamen
tary inquiry a moment ago. I do not 
believe the Speaker ruled on it. Shall I 
repeat the parliamentary inquiry? 

The SPEAKER. Th~ Chair remembers 
the parliamentary inquiry and is com
pelled to say to the gentleman from Ala ... 
bama that as bills are submitted refer
ence would have to be made under the 
rules of the House. 

The Chair does not want to decide at 
this time that he would be compelled to 
refer all legislation of that kind and 
character to this committee. A great 

·many times bills are introduced having 
three or four subjects in them and there 
may be a choice of which committee 
should have jurisdiction. 

Mr. JARMAN. That would still be true 
after the passage of this resolution? 

The SPEAKER. That is correct. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 

minute to the gentlewoman from Massa
chusetts [Mrs. RoGERS]. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, every Member of the House 
has pledged himself or herself to the 
prompt and adequate care of the veter
ans. The Committee on World War 
Veterans' Legislation was created in 1924 
at the request not only of the American 
Legion but of all veterans' organizations, 
and all veterans. I was not in Con
gress at that time but I saw hundreds 
of veterans in and out of hospitals. The 
gentleman from Mississippi spoke of the 
fact that the totally disabled of World 
War No. 2 cannot receive insurance for 
themselves which is manifestly unfair 
and must be rectified. That was because 
some legislation went to another com
mittee for action. Many benefits have 
been very much delayed for the veterans 
because different committees have han
dled the legislation. It is the wish of 
the veterans and their families that one 
committee have jurisdiction of veterans 
legislation just as World War No. 1 vet-
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erans wanted it-in one committee. 
That committee can act expeditiously, 
Other committees that have handled 
veterans' legislation, have had other 
measures to consider and some veterans 
legislation has been delayed as a result, 
and has thereby caused suffering and 
hardship to the men and women of our 
armed forces. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tlewoman from Massachusetts has ex
pired. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, in reply 
to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
LESINSKI] and in reply to other 1'.1em
bers who have spoken on that subject, 
let me say that the World War Veterans 
Committee has never desired to take 
over legislation concerning Civil War 
pensions, and for that reason we did not 
ask for the consolidation of these com
mittees. 

In reply to the inquiry by the gentle
man from Kentucky [Mr. MAY] may I 
say that this will not conflict with the 
jurisdiction of his committee at all. 
These men are not veterans as long as 
they are in the service, and as long as 
they are in the servic.e the gentleman's 
Committee on Military Affairs has ju
risdiction over their say. 

Mr. Speaker, this rule was prepared 
and introduced before the rules of the 
Seventy-eighth Congress were adopted. 
The Seventy-eighth Congress adopted 
the rules of the Seventy-seventh Con
gress and they are the rules we are try
ing to amend. We could not change the 
resolution after the bill was filed. 

The SPEAKER. All time has expired. 
The question is, 'Will the House discharge 
the Committee on Rules from further 
consideration of Resolution 29. 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision (demanded by Mr. EBERHARTER), 
there were-ayes 201, noes 47. 

So the motion to discharge the Rules 
Committee was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, 
against the motion to agree to the res
olution I make the point of order that 
this House has not the power and au
thority_ to pass any resolution amend
ing the rules of the Seven~y-seventh 
Congress. This resolution reads as fol
lows: 

Resolved, That clause 40, rule XI, of the 
rules of the Reuse of Representatives of the 
Seventy-sev~nth Congress, be amended to 
read as follows-

And so forth. I make the point of 
order that this is the Seventy-eighth 
Congress and it has no authority to 
change the rules of the Seventy-seventh 
Congress. Those rules have been ·su
perseded by the rules of the Seventy
eighth Congress. The best that can be 
said for the resolution is that it is mean
ingless. 
· The SPEAKER. The Chair is pre
pared to rule. The Chair rules as he in
dicated awhile ago that that is a mat
ter for the House itself to pass upon, 
not the Chair. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to, and a 
motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, since this 
resolution was introduced before the 
rules of the Seventy-eighth Congress 
were adopted, I ask unanimous consent 
that the title be amended to read "Sev
enty-eighth Congress" instead of "Sev
enty-seventh Congress." 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. I object, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. RANKIN. Then Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the title be amended to read 
"Seventy-eighth Congress" instead of 
"Seventy-seventh Congress." This is the 
will of Congress, and it is the will of an 
overwhelming majority of the Congress. 
On that motion, I move the previous 
question. · 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, is that 
motion in order? 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes, it is in order. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is going to 

determine what is in order here today. 
Mr. RANKIN. I insist on my motion, 

Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. EBERHARTER. A point of order, 

Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 

state it. 
Mr. EBERHARTER. I make the po-int 

of order that the motion is not in order 
at this time. It is not according to the 
rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains 
the point of order. 
FOREIGN SERVICE OF THE UNITED STATES 

(H. DOC. NO. 383) 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following message from the President 
of the United States, which was read, 
and, with the accompanying documents, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs and ordered to be printed: 
To the Congress ot the United States: 

I transmit herewith a report by the 
Secretary of State, showing all reteipts 
and disbursements on account of re
funds, allowances, and annuities for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1943, in con
nection with the Foreign Service retire
ment and disability system as required 
by section 26 (a) of an act for the grad
ing and· classification of clerks in the 
Foreign Service of the Unit~d States of 
America, and providing compensation 
therefor, approved February 23, 1931, as 
amended. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, January 24, 1944. 

[Enclosure: Report concerning retire
ment and disability fund, Foreign Serv
ice.] 

JANUARY 20, 1944. 
The PRESIDENT, 

The White House. 
The PRESIDENT: The undersigned, the Sec

retary of State, has the honor to lay before 
the President a report, showing all receipts 
and disbursements on account of refunds, 
allowances, and annuities for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1943, in connection with the 
Foreign Service retirement and disability 
system, as required by section 26 (a) of an 
act for the grading and classification of 
clerks in the Foreign Service of the United 
States of America, and providing compensa
tion therefor, approved February 23, 1931, as 
amended. 

Respectfully submitted. 
CORDELL HULL. 

[Enclosure: Report concerning retirement 
and disab1l1ty :rund1 Foreign Service.] 

Foreign Service retirement and disability 
fund-Statement of receipts and disburse
ments, fiscal year 1943 

RECEIPTS 

Congressional appropriation __ 

Transfers from appropriations 
on account of mandatorY; 
deductions from salaries: 

Salaries, Department of 
State, 1943 -----------

Salaries of Ambassadors 
and Ministers, 1943 ___ _ 

Salaries, Foreign Service 
officers, 1943 __________ _ 

Salaries, Foreign Service 
officers, 194L _________ _ 

Salaries, Foreign Service 
officers, 194J __________ _ 

Salaries, Foreign Service 
officers, 1936 __________ _ 

Voluntary deductions from 
salaries ___________________ _ 

Deposits by officers for service 
credit: 

Henry M. Bankhead _____ _ 
Clarence C. Brooks------
A. Bland Calder _________ _ 
Thomas S. Campen _____ _ 
DuWayne G. Clark ______ _ 
Frederick J. Cunning-
ham---~--------------

Basil D. DahL __________ _ 
Walter J. Donnelly ______ _ 
Charles H. Ducote ______ _ 
Wilson C. Flake _________ _ 
Bartley P. Gordon _______ _ 
John P. Hoover _________ _ 
Morris N. Hughes _______ _ 
Elizabeth Humes --------
Frederick p. Hunt ______ _ 
Easton T. Kelsey _______ _ 
Boaz Long--------------
R. D. Longyear _________ _ 
H. Colt MacLean ________ _ 
Lester DeWitt Mallory ___ _ 
Edward D. McLaughlin __ _ 
John R. Minter _________ _ 
Kathleen Molesworth ___ _ 
Albert E. Pappano! _____ _ 
Guy W. Ray ____________ _ 
James T. Scott _________ _ 
Charles W. Smith _______ _ 
Loyd V. Steere __________ _ 
Milton Patterson Thomp-son __________________ _ 

William Witman 2d _____ _ 

Interest on investments _____ _ 

Total receipts ---------

DIS:iURSEMENTS 

Annuities: 
Philip Adams ___________ _ 
Walter A. Adams ________ _ 
Knox Alexander _________ _ 
Julean Arnold __________ _ 
Franklin B. Atwood _____ _ 
Henry H. Balch _________ _ 
Herbert C. Biar _________ _ 
William A. Bickers ______ _ 
Maxwell Blake __________ _ 
Robert Woods Bliss _____ _ 
Frank Bohr ____________ _ 
John L. BouchaL _______ _ 
Walter F. Boyle _________ _ 
Robert R. Bradford _____ _ 
Austin C. Brady ________ _ 
Norton F. Brand ________ _ 
Homer Brett ___________ _ 
Lawrence P. Briggs _____ _ 
William W. Brunswick ___ _ 
George A. Bucklin ______ _ 
Anne S. Buffum ________ _ 
Alfred Theodore BurrL __ 
Ralph C. Busser ________ _ 

$630,800.00 

4,805.00 

14,500.00 

213,935.00 

36.36 

6.67 

120.00 

23_3, 403. 03 

29,354.52 

480.00 
1,500.00 

600.00 
120.00 
495.94 

120.00 
240.00 
720.00 
600.00 
120.00 

2,048.23' 
121. 12 
35.77 

1,200.00 
440.54 
74.22 

5,332.31 
4,775.03 
2,000.00 

510.37 
1,635.00 

632.43 
894.63 
128.08 
90.00 

2,498.67 
28.26 

600.00 

63.94 
120.00 

28,224.54 
242,978.75 

1,164,760.e4 

l, 653.36 
1, 255. 11 
1,054.92 
5,282.64 
1,324.08 
3, 231. 12 

750.00 
2,367.00 
5,758.92 
6,000.00 
1,849.92 

859.68 
3,296.16 
1,249.92 
3,113. 04 

924.48 
4,077.00 
2,566.08 
1,767.48 
3,815.16 

643.44 
1,710.24 
3,193.0t) 
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Charles R. Cameron ____ _ 
Wilbur J. Carr and estate 

(Cr.) ----------------· James G. Carter ________ • 
George E. Chamberlin ___ • 
William E. Chapman ____ _ 
Harold D. Clum ________ _ 
Arthur B. Cooke ________ _ 
Harris N. Cookingham ___ • 
Alexander P. Cruger-----
Edwin S. Cunningham __ _ 
John K. Davis _________ • 
Leslie A. Davis _________ _ 
Claude I. Dawson _______ _ 
Fred Morris Dearing ____ • 
Carl F. Deichman.!. ______ _ 
Jose de Olivares ________ _ 
l !Iaria T. de Olivares ____ _ 
Charles L. De Vault_ ___ _ 
Alfred W. Donegan _____ _ 
W. Roderick Dorsey _____ _ 
William F. Doty ________ _ 
Edward A. Dow _________ _ 
Maurice P. Dunlap ______ _ 
Alexander V. Dye _______ _ 
John W. Dye ___________ _ 
Charles C. Eberhardt ____ _ 
Clement S. Edwards _____ _ 
Elizabeth L. EngdahL __ _ 
Augustin W. Ferrin _____ _ 
Cornelius Ferris ________ _ 
Fred D. Fisher __________ • • 

lRay FoX----------------· Leys A. France _________ ~ 

Robert Frazer-----------· 
John A. Gamon _________ _ 
Arthur Garrels _________ _ 
Laura Garrety __________ _ 
William P. Garrety and 

estate __ ~--------------
Hugh S . Gibson _________ • 
Herndon W. Goforth ____ _ 
H3rbert S. Goold _______ _ 
Louis H. Gourley ________ _ 
S t uart E. G rumman ____ _ 
Louisa H. Gunther ______ _ 
Arminius T. Haeberle ___ • 
Albert Halstead _________ • 
Margaret M. Hanna _____ • 
Ernest L. Harris ________ _ 
Charles M. Hathaway, Jr_ 
Wiiliam W. Heard _______ • 
Robert w. Heingartner __ _ 
P. Stewart Heintzleman 

and estate ___________ _ 

Oscar S. Heizer---------· 
Herbert C. Hengstler ____ • · 
Calvin M. Hitch _________ . 
Philip Holland __________ _ 
Charles L. Hoover _______ _ 
Catherine Horton________ ,_ 
George Horton estate ___ .:_ 
Fay Durham Hosmer ____ _ 
William H. Hunt ________ _ 
John P. Hurley _________ _ 
Carlton Bailey Hurst ____ _ 
George N. Ifft __________ • 
E rnest I!.. Ives __________ _ 
Jesse B. Jackson ________ _ 
Douglas Jenkins ________ _ 
Wilbur Keblinger _______ • 
Leo J. Keena ___________ _ 
Francis B. Keene _______ • 
Graham H. Kemper _____ _ 
Olive Parr Knabenshue __ 
Anne Howard Lay _______ _ 
Samuel T. Lee _________ _ 
Walter A. Leonard ______ _ 
Marion Letcher _________ _ 
Will L. Lowrie __________ _ 
Clinton E. MacEachran_. 
David B. MacGowan ____ • 
John H. MacVeagh_______ ' 
Alexander R. Magruder __ 
0. Gaylord Marsh________ , 
Eugene A. Masuret ______ _ 
Ferdinand L. Mayer_ ____ _ 
Lester Maynard _________ • 
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$4,720.80 

61.43 
1,356.84 
3,535.08 
2,346.00 
3,168.00 
2,026.08 
2,910.00 
2,172.24 
5,460.00 
2, 124.35 
2,876.28 
4,603.92 
4,374.96 
4,595.16 

597.00 
540.00 

1,439.40 
4,008.96 
3,709.32 
2,299.92 
2,840.04 
3,283.44 
3,205. 80 
1,066.08 
5,849.76 
1,743.48 

537.72 
2,210.40 
3,337.68 
2,430.00 
1, 024.92 
1,074.96 

982.32 
3,106.68 
5,420.76 

392.37 

170.75 
6, 000.00 

553.53 
1,407. 64 

585.00 
1, 131.84 
2,420.64 
4,622.16 
3,600.00 
2,942.88 
4,579 . 08 
4,745.40 
2,836.08 
2,764. 08 

1,295.00 
2,954.52 
4 , 875.48 
2, 451.84 
3,350. 70 
3,395.88 

600.00 
38.92 

1,183.42 
2 ,"400.00 
1,485.90 
4,644.24 
1,8Q6.60 
4,502.16 
3,308.16 
5,004. 00 
4,518.96 

758. 72 
2,646.24 
4,055.52 
2,016.00 

304. 20 
3,848.64 
4 , 545: 00 
3,706.32 
3,513.72 
3,635.16 
2,363.40 
1. 474.92 
4 , 487.28 
3,633.24 
1,637.16 
4,615.92 
3,238.92 

Annuities-Continued. 
William J. McCaffertY---· 
Andrew J. McConnico ___ • 
Carl D. Meinhardt------· 
Hugh S. Miller----------
Lilla Cabot Moffat ______ _ 
Maxwell K. Moorhead ___ _ 
Josephine A. :Murphy ___ _ 
David J. D. Myers _______ _ 
Edward I. Nathan ______ • 
Edwin L. Neville ________ _ 
John Ball Osborne ______ _ 
Hoffman Philip _________ _ 
William Phillips ________ _ 
George H. PickerelL ____ _ 

Harold Playter -----------
John R. Putnam ________ _ 
Bradstreet S. Rairden ___ _ 
Hugh F. Ramsay __ _: _____ _ 
BertH M. Rasmusen _____ _ 
Gabriel Bie RavndaL ___ _ 
Horace Remillard _______ _ 
William H. Robertson ___ • 
William W. RusselL _____ _ 
Emil Sauer _____________ _ 
Walter H. SchoellkopL __ 
George E. Seltzer _______ _ 
Robert Peet Skinner ____ _ 
Fred C. Slater-----------
Alexander K. Sloan _____ _ 
Addison E. southard ____ _ 
Ca rl Ober Spamer _______ • 
Elizabeth Squire ________ _ 
Frederick A. Sterling ____ _ 
Francis R. Stewart ______ _ 

Laurits S. Swenson!.----· 
Merritt Swift ___________ _ 
Alfred R. Thomson _____ _ 
Ralph J. Totten ________ _ 
Roger Culver Tredwell __ _ 
Egmont C. Von Tresckow_ 
Cr aig W. Wadsworth ____ _ 
Ernest A. Wakefield _____ _ 
Alexander W. WeddelL __ _ 
Post Wheeler ___________ _ 
Mabel P. Williams _______ _ 

Charles S. Wilson--:------
Hugh R. Wilson ________ _ 
G. Carlton Woodward ___ _ 
Romeyn Wormuth ___ . ___ _ 
Harriet S. Wright _______ _ 
William J. Yerby ________ _ 
Bartley F. Yost __________ -
James !B. Young ________ _ 

Total _________________ _ 

Refunds: 
Walter A. Adams ________ _ 
Carl H. Boehringer _____ _ 
Edward Caffery _________ _ 
Albert H. Cousins, Jr ___ _ 
John P. Hurley _________ _ 
George Bliss Lane _______ _ 
Frank C. Lee ___________ _ 
Gregor C. MerrilL ______ _ 
J. Loder Park __________ _ 
E. Edward Schefer ______ _ 
Winthrop R. Scott ______ _ 
Oscar S. Straus, 2d _____ • 
Elwood Williams 3d _____ • 
David Williamson _______ _ 

Total ________________ _ 

Cost of additional investments 
less value of investments re-deemed __________________ _ 

Total disbursements __ _ 
Balance in fund exclusive of 

investments, June 30, 1942 __ 
Face value of investments, 

June 30, 1943--------------

$1,200.00 
2,622.00 
1,980.00 
1,965.72 

946.07 
3, 211.80 
1,453.44 
2,769.36 
2,724.96 
5,733.96 
4,189.44 
6,000 . 00 
2,783.22 
2,410.08 
1,275.12 
4,560.72 
1,662.48 

354.60 
1, 474.20 
5,400.00 
1, 631. 60 
3,937.44 
3,658.44 
4,554.00 
2,169.96 
2,562.00 
4,999.92 
1,417.44 
1,374.96 

403.08 
1,556.04 
1,294.92 
4,375.08 
2, 412. 84 
4,633.32 
1,650.00 
3,042.36 
5,820.00 
3,527.64 
1,579.92 
2,835.12 
1,800.00 
3,060.16 
4, 561', 44 

600.00 
6,000.00 
5,'766.60 
1,566. 24 
1,918.08 
2,499.96 
2,400.00 
2,828.40 
3,239.28 

4.42,100.75 

2, 102.31 
4.89 

4,418.04 
2,373.47 
2,876.60 
2, 051.37 
9,068.75 
1,260.25 
2,474.30 
1,048.70 
5,856. 04 

160.93 • 
196. 10 

4,400 . 62 

38,292.37 

673,000.00 

1,153,393.12 

19,402.83 

6,115,000.00 

RECAPITULATION, FISCAL YEARS 192·5 TO 19·U, 
INCLUSIVE 

Receipts: 
Congressional appropria-

tions __________________ $4,512,000.00 

Transfers from appropria
tions on account of 
mandatory deductions 
from salaries__________ 3, 410, S34. 4:6 

Vo 1 u n tar y deductions 
from salaries__________ 81, 798. 09 

Deposits by officers for 
service credit ____ :_ _____ 386, 291. 38 

Interest on investments__ 1, 821,948.61 
Miscellaneous ----------- 931. 85 

Total receipts __________ 10, 213, 904. 39 

Disbursements: 
Annuities --------------
Refunds---------------
Miscellaneous ----------
Cost of additional invest-

ments less value of in-
vestments redeemed __ _ 

3,610,094.02 
468,008.02 

1,399.52 

6,115,000.00 

Total disbursements_ 10, 194,501. 56 

Balance in fund exclusive of 
investments, June 30, 1943 __ 

Face value of investments, 

19,402.83 

June 30, 1943-------------- 6, 115, 000. 00 

NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL JEFFERSON 
BICENTENARY COMMITTEE 

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the pro .. 
visions of Public Law No. 196, Seventy
eighth Congress, the Chair appoints as 
members of the National Agricultural 
Jefferson Bicentenary Committee the fol
lowing Members of the House: Messrs. 
FLANNAGAN, KLEBERG, COFFEE, HOPE, and 
GILCHRIST. 

REVENUE BILL 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 3687) to 
provide revenue, and for other purposes, 
with Senate· amendments thereto, dis
agree to the Senate amendments, and 
agree to the conference asked by the 
Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER appointed the follow· 

ing conferees: Messrs. DauGHTON, CuL
LEN, COOPER, DISNEY, KNUTSON, REED of 
New York, and WOODRUFF of Michigan. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include 
therein a copy of the program of the 
ceremonies attendant upon the dedica
tion of the J. William Ditter Memorial 
Chapel at the Naval Air Station, Willow 
Grove, Pa., on yesterday, January 23, and 
of the addresses made by myself and my 
distinguished colleague, Hon. CHARLES A. 
PLUMLEY, of Vermont, at those cere
monies. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali
fornia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MANASCO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include 
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therein an address I delivered at the 
mayors' conference at Chicago on the 
21st of January. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Alabama? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ZIMMERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include there
in an editorial from the Washington Post 
of today, and further to extend my own 
remarks and include therein a resolution 
from the Constitutional Convention of 
Missouri, now in session at Jefferson City, 
urging giving our soldiers the right to 
vote. 

Tlie SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. POULSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include there
in two editorials. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali
fornia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include there
in an address delivered by my colleague, 
the gentleman from New Jiampshire 
[Mr. MERROW]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my own remarks in the RECORD and 
include therein an article from the Soo 
Evening News about the remarkable 
record achieved at the Soo locks last 
year. 
· The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Michi
gan? 

There was no objection. 
. PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. · BUSBEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that on Wednesday 
next, at the conclusion of the legislative 
program of the day and following any 
special orders heretofore entered, I may 
be permitted to address the House for 30 
minutes on the subject of the new ra
tioning tokens. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Il
linois? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

(Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana, Mr. TAY
LOR, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. VURSELL, and Mr. 
ARENDS asked and were given permission 
to extend their own remarks i:p. the 
RECORD. ) 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to insert in the 
Appendix of the RECORD two articles from 
the Philadelphia Record, one by Samuel 
Grafton and one by Charles Fisher, and 
I further ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my own remarks and include 
therein an editorial that appeared in the 
Manzanar Free Press on January 1, 1944. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COFFEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own re
marks in the RECORD and include therein 
a copy of a speech by the Honorable M. J. 
Coldwell, member of the Canadian Par
liament. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Michi
gan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own re
marks in the RECORD and include therein 
a timely article on Poland by Raymond 
Leslie Buell, which appeared in the New 
York Times on January 21, 1944. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi- . 
nois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, l ask 

unanimous consent to revise and extend 
the remarks I made today, and also to 
extend my own remarks in the RECORD 
and include therein two short articles 
from a newspaper and one editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi
nois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to extend my own remarks 
in the RECORD and include therein a very 
interesting and instructive article by the 
majority leader, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. McCORMACK), which 
appeared in the Postmasters Gazette, and 
further to extend my remarks and in
clude therein a resolution adopted by the 
Department of Massachusetts, Disabled 
American War Veterans. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LARCADE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own re
marks in the RECORD with respect to the 
soldiers' mustering-out pay bill vote, and 
further to extend my remarks and in
clude therein an editorial from the 
Washington Post. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection· to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous ctmsent to ex
tend my own remarks in the RECORD and 
include therein a letter from ex-Senator 
Owen to the Secretary of State. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan

imous consent to extend my own re
marks in the REcoRD and include there
in some resolutions recently adopted by 
the Kansas State Board of Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Kansas? 

:There was no objection. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include there
in newspaper articles. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
I:emarks in the RECORD Ol• two occasions, 
and in one to include an editorial and in 
the other an article from a newspaper. 
_ The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to extend my own remarks 
ip the RECORD and include therein a tele
gram from the Minnesota United Na
tions Committee in favor of U.N. R. R. A. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the .gentleman from 
Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. McLEAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the REcORD and include 
therein an editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 
UNI1'ED NATIONS RELIEF .AND REHABILI

TATION ADMINISTRATION 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for further considera
tion of the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
192) to enable the United States to par
ticipate in the work of the United Na
tions Relief and Rehabilitation organiza-
tion. ' 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 1 

on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of House Joint Resolution 
192, with Mr. O'NEAL in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint 
resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the Com
mittee rose on Friday last, the first sec- ; 
tion of the joint resolution had been 
read. The Clerk will report the first 
committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Committee amendment: On page 1, line 3, 

strike out the words "from time to time." 

The committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re
port the next committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Committee amendment: On page 1, line 4, ' 

after the word "'sums", insert "not to exceed 
$1,350,000,000 in the aggregate." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
agreeing to the committee amendment. r 

The committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

1 The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog~ 
nizes the gentleman from Tennessee. J 
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Mr. COURTNEY: Mr. Chairman, I 

had expected to discuss some features of · 
the resolution now under consideration 
last week. If my colleagues will forgive 
m·e for injecting here a very intimate 
matter, any duty assigned to me in re- ·. 
cent days has been difficult of perform
ance. I have been grievously laboring 

· under recent advice that a favorite 
nephew of ours, to whom I was deeply de
Yoted, a first lieutenant in the Air Force, 
Troop Transport Command, in the South 
Pacific area, was dead of burns received 
in line of duty. Yesterday, at his former 
home in Chicago, memorial exercises 
were held so that his parents and other 
kin might say farewell to him with some 
degree of finality. That was all they 
could do. They did not have ' and will 
not have his body, to lower into a grave 
with the customary appropriate exer
cises. It will remain forever in some 
spot, perhaps unmarked, far across the 
waves of the wide Pacific. Just a few· 
sacred hymns, a few prayersy and the 
book of his life was closed to family and 
friends alike. Gone in his early twenties, 
just out of college, with so little of life 
behind him and so much of life to live. 
We had him with us in our home here in 
Washington just a few short months 
ago. We took him . to places of interest 
about the city, to the massive buildings 
that serve the various departments of 
our Government. He had a camera 
with him, and I remember with what in
terest he took pictures of buildings here 
and there, and sent them ·home to be put 
in a scrap-book, to see and see again in 
the years to come. We did not dream · 
that in those very hours the moving 
finger was writing already that he was 
not destined to ·see his pictures again, 
but that he was to die that the very· 
permanency of those institutions, housed 
within and typified by these edifices, 
might remain. 

On reflection over the week end, how
ever, I -came to the conclusion that I 
cannot let our proceedings under the 
resolution now being considered to be 
closed and sealed without some notation 
of my ideas upon the same being re
corded, because to my mind the resolu
tion under consideration has a direct 
relation to this boy's death and to that 
of the thousands of others of our boys. 
who, like him, will not return to us when 
these days of tragic emergency are 
passed and the lights come on again all 
over the world. 

They will die to reclaim the countries 
of the world from tne tyranny of the ar
rogant conquerors, Japanese and Nazi 
alike. These conquerors created in these 
invaded lands a situation vividly ex- .· 
pressed on Thursday last by the dis
tinguished gentlewoman from Ohio [Mrs. 
BoLToNl: 

A situation such as the world has never 
seen, of starvation and destitution and hor
ror; of indecency and violence; little chil
dren wandering from o~e place to a.nother, 
in rags, always cold and wet, or scorched with 
the sun; children banded together for pro
tection, like animals, suspicious and at the 
mercy of any passing horror. Our widest 
imagining does not give us the sense of what 
these people have been suffering and are suf
fering today. 

~.~< I ' 

Yes. In truth, the Four Horseinen of 
the Apocalypse are riding furiously 
through Europe and Asia today. 

These boys of ours are dying in driving 
the conquerors out: This bill is to en
able us to give aid and succor to the help
less people as they are liberated, give 
them a chance to regain their way of life 
again. In short, to effectuate the very · 
purpose for which the blood of our blood 
is being spilled, and the flesh of our flesh 
is going to premature graves. 

I know that as this bill is being offered, 
millions in China, in Europe's ghettos, 
concentration camps, and Gestapo pris
ons, and in all the vast underground of 
the conquered areas, having known for 
years only the tread of enemy's boots, 
will be overjoyed to see the sure and cer
tain signs of a great international army 
of relief following on the heels of the flee
ing· persecutors. 

The word "UNRRA," that we have 
heard so often on the floor of the House 
in th~ last few days, as has been aptly 
said, "is a strange new word in the 
world's vocabulary, but one full of hope 
to the world.'' · 

A great deal has been said on the floor 
of the House about the fact that India is 
not included in the scope of the proposed 
program. India is a vast and mysterious 
country, of which we know little, with 
problems and perplexities with which we 
are not acquainted. There is hunger and 
suffering there, of course, but so there is 
in Cuba perhaps, in the South American 
countries, and in countries all over the 
globe, not directly caused by the war. 
To include suffering humanity every
where, in this program, would so dissi
pate its resources as to destroy the objec
tive for which U. N. R. R. A. was con-. 
ceived, namely to bring aid to liberated 
countries. All this is fully e;xplained in 
the published hearings. . In a letter 
written by the Honorable Dean Acheson 
to the gentleman fr_om South Dakota 
[Mr. MUNDT] set .out on page 276 of the 
document, there is this language: 

I wish to assure you at the outset that I 
fully share the sympathy which you and 
your colleagues in the House of Representp.
tives have expressed for the victims of the 
terrible starvation conditions in Bengal and 
other areas in India. In drafting the agree
ment for U. N. R. R. A., the purpose 
was • • • to confront a problem un
precented in the history of the wo11ld in its 
magnitude and tragedy, namely, that of 
dealing with the appalling barbarities which 
have been inflicted upon the oppressed peo
ples of the occupied countries of Europe and 
Asia by the efficient ruthlessness of the Nazi 
and Japanese military machines. • • • To 
prepare effectively it was necessary to define 
the objectives. To make U. N. R. R. A. re
sponsible to relieve all suffering everywhere, 
t raceable to the war, would lead to the de
pletion of its r~ources and· purposes quite 
beyond those which it was organized to per
form, without hope of achieving the funda
mental objections. (Hon. Dean Acheson, As- , 
sistant Secretary of State, who presided over 
the first session of the U. N. R. R. A . . council 
at Atlantic City.) 

This matter was all threshed out at 
the meeting of the Council in Atlantic 
City, and the member of the Council · 
from India evidently understood and ap-

preciated that it was not feasible for 
relief to India to be included in this pro
gram. The session concluded· with this 
statement from him just prior to ad
journment: 

Mr. Chairman, I shall crave your indulgence 
for one brief moment to thank you for refer
ence' to my country and to wish U.N. R. R. A. 
the fullest success in its beneficent and 
pressing task of carrying succor to those 
whose heroic and steadfast resistance has 
lent to the concept of liberty a new glory 
and to the spirit of liberty a new meaning. 

Mr. Chairman, the history of this pro
posed legislation, the cost of same to our 
country, the details of its administra
tion, and the extent and limits to which · 
it proposes to go have been discussed 
fully by many members of our commit._ 
tee and are set out fully in the commit
tee report. It is not necessary for me to 
repeat that our country's contribution to 
the cost of the program amounts to 
$1,350,000,000-1 percent of our national 
income for last year, an amount that 
equals the cost of the prosecution of the 

. war for 5 days only, a total insignificant 
in comparison to the ends to be achieved. 
After the last war, in aid to Belgium and 
other countries, our country subscribed 
twice this amount, or 4 percent of its 

· national income for the year 1919. The 
44 nations participating in this program, 
each of which pledges its proportionate 
part of the expense in what, in the last 
analysis, is an international community 
chest, do not surrender their sovereignty, 
but merely agree to work together for 
the · benefit of the millions who have 
suffered most in the war. So that, with
out going ' again ·into these details, I 
would prefer to make these general ob
servations: I have been a rather obscure· 
member of the Committee on Foreign· 
Affairs for nearly 5 years, and claim no 
credit for the recent accomplishments of 
the committee. I am, however, deeply 
proud of my association with it because 
-I believe that it is, somewhat. slowly per
haps, but surely and certainly, aiding 

, Congress in forging for this coul}.try a 
real and well-defined foreign policy. In 
March 1941 this committee brought to 
the House the lend-lease bill, a develop
ment in our foreign policy through which 
the United Nations pooled their eco
nomic resources for winning victory at 
a time when the day seemed dark in
deed and the course long and hard. As 
has been aptly said, "the battle which 
took place in this arena during the first 
months of 1941 was one of the decisive 
battles of' this war." Lend-lease pro
vided not only an essential pattern for 
victory; it provided also the pattern by 
which victory was to be achieved, the 
pattern of the United Nations. 

Last year this committee brought to 
the House the Fulbright resolution, in 
form and language perhaps one of the 
simplest resolutions ever to be sub
mitted to this body, but in purpose and 
effect as important and far reaching as 
any . ever to pe considered. While in 
somewhat different language, the same 
idea went into legislation in the Senate, 
and our country is on record as favoring 
the creation of appropriate international 
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machinery, with power adequate, to 
establish and maintain a just anc!·last
ing peace among the nations of the 
world, anq as favoring the participation 
of the United States therein. 

Under the theory of the legislation 
based upon that idea, there is presented 
a pattern for peace, a pattern that will 
lead us away from the selfish isolation
ism that· followed the last war and will 
insure that our dead in this war will not 
have died in vain. 

The resolution that the committee 
brings you at this time is to supplement 
and strengthen that pattern for peace 
and give our Nation, with 43 others, the 
right and privilege of answering in the 
affirmative that age-old question: "Am 
I my brother's keeper?" But, after all, 
in helping others, we help ourselves. It 
was well said at the meeting of the 

·council in Atlantic City that the moral 
and spiritual foundation of this legisla
tion can be best expressed in the poet's 
words: ' 

Any man's death diminishes me 
Because I am involved in mankind 
And therefore never send to know 
For whom the bell tolls. 
It tolls for thee. 

Mr. Chairn:an, it has been well said 
that there are no atheists in fox holes, 
and as truly said that the most reli
giously inclined of our servicemen are 
those stout and valiant men of the air-, 
who soar into the blue, venturing death 
each moment. And as Members of Con
·gress deliberate and legislate in these 
trying and heartbreaking days, I do not 
believe that there are atheists here. 

In contemplating this legislation that 
will help save from further -suffering and 
starvation the people of 35 nations and 
hundreds of islands overrun by the Axis 
powers these 6 years past, in which were 
living over five hundred million people, 
-these verses from the twenty-fifth chap
ter of St. Matthew came to my mind: 

I was an hungered and ye gave Me meat; 
I was thirsty and ye gave Me _drink; I was a 
stranger and ye took Me in; naked and ye 
clothed Me; I was in prison and ye came 
unto Me. 

Then shall the righteous answer saying: 
Lord, when saw we Thee an hungered and fed 
Thee, or thirsty and gave Thee drink? When 
saw we Thee a stranger and took Thee in, or 
naked and clothed Thee? Or when saw we 
Thee sick or in prison and came unto Thee? 

And the King shall answer and say unto 
them: Verily I say unto you, inasmuch as ye 
have done it unto one of the least of these, 
My brethren, ye have done it unto Me. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment to the committee amend
ment. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Chairman, I make 
the point of order that the committee 
amendment has already been agreed, to 
and the gentleman's amendment comes 
too late. There are two committee 
amendments. 

The committee amendment to section 
1 on line 3 has been read and agreed to, 
and the committee amendment on page 
1, line 4, inserting the words "not to ex
ceed $1,350,000,000 in the aggregate" has 
already been agreed to. 

The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BLOOM] is correct. 

The amendment has been read and 
agreed to and is not subject to amend
ment. The Clerk will report the next 
committee amendment. · 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Committee amendment: On page 1, line 6, 

after the word "determine", insert the words 
''from time to time." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
agreeing to the committee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, 'I offer the 
following amendment which I send to 
the desk. · 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment by Mr . . FISH: On page 1, line 5, 

after the figures and words "$1,350,000,000 in 
the aggregate" insert "of which. 90 percent 
shall be spent for the purchase of farm prod
ucts and other supplies in the United States." 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FISH] is recognized 
for 5 minutes: 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, the amend
ment that I have offered is a very simple 
amendment. It has one main purpose, 
and that is that 90 percent of this huge 
sum of money that we are authorizing in 
this bill, to the amount of $1,350,000,000; 
shall be spent for agricultural products 
and other supplies in the United States. 
This is nothing new to the proposal. 
When the Congress passed the Red Cross 
bill and provided for an authorization 
of $85,000,000, it likewise provided that 
the entire $85,000,000 should be spent 
exclusively in the· United States. This 
is not temporary legislation going over 
a few months, but it may continue for 
a few years. It is the American tax
payers' money that is being · spent, and 
I do not think that people from the Farm 
Belt want to go back home and sa,y they 
have voted $1,350,000,000 for relief in 
foreign lands and have not protected 
American interests to the extent at least 
that our own money be spent ·in America 
to buy supplies here, whether they are 
agricultural, medicinal, clothing, fuel, or 
other needed supplies. The amendment 
has no partisan significance whatever. 
It is a pu;::e American amendment, con
sistent with precedents of the past. 

I recall to the House that we are now 
struggling to provide additional taxes. 
The President asked for $10,000,000,000, 
and Congress could find only two billion 
and a quarter dollars, and yet we are 
about to appropriate $1,350,000,000 for 
relief in foreign countries. I am merely 
proposing that 90 percent of this money 
be spent to purchase supplies in our own 
country. Some of our own people are 
asking for consumers' benefits and sub
sidies to the amount of $1,500,000,000. 
So far, that has been turned down. Yet 
there are those in the House who would 
authorize the appropriation of this vast 
sum with no limitation whatever as to 
where the money will be spent or even 
confining it to food, clothing, fuel, and 
medicinal supplies and not for rehabili
tation and reconstruction. 

I call attention to the fact that now 
we have a debt of approximately $200,-
000,000,000. Probably if the war contin
ues for another year, we will have a 

national debt of $300,000,000,000, with 
interest charges of about $6,000,000,000 a -
year, fixed charges, and with $2,000,000,-
000 more for veterans that will make a 
fixed interest indebtedness of $8,000,000.~ 
000 a year. And we are coming here and 
asking the Congress to authorize an ap
propriation of $1,350,000,000. All I am 
trying to do in this particular amend
ment is to provide that at least 90 per
cent of the money be spent in this coun
try. for the benefit of our own wage 
earners in industries and on the farms 
and in the mines. If this were to be 
spent within · the next month probably 
it would not be necessary, but nobody 
can tell when these countries will be 
liberated. It may go over 6 months or a 
year. We may have ample supplies when 
the war is won in Europe. We have al
ready reached the peak of production 
here, or will in a few months' time, and 
after that we may again be confronted 
with unemployment in the United States, 
and we may have millions of soldiers 
coming home to join the army of unem
ployed as well as our factory worl{ers, 
who may then be out of work and yet you 
oppose my amendment that this· money 
sha,ll be spent in America for American 
products and to provide employment for 
our own people. 

No one can say. that we will not have 
20,000,000 unemployed by the end of 
1945 . . 

I am in favor of substantial appro
priations to feed the starving and to 
clothe the destitute in war-torn Europe 
and to furnish them with medicinal sup
plies, fuel, and the necessities of life 
but not one dollar for rehabilitation or 
reconstruction. We did not start this 
European war and although I am glad 

:for humanitarian reasons to vote for 
hundreds of millions to provide bread, 
fats, and milk for the starving people, 
particularly the women and children, I 
see no reason to build or rehabilitate tex
tile factories or any other factories in 
Europe when we are facing national 
bankruptcy in America. 

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. Will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. FISH. I yield. 
Mr. ZIMMERMAN. I am interested 

in agriculture as much as anybody in 
this House. I would like to ask the dis
tinguished gentleman from New York 
this question. You do not think that the 
Committee on Appropriations that will 
deal with these appropriations from year 
to year will have the opportunity, and 
that they will be the proper committee 
to place a limitation on any sum of money 
that is appropriated from year to year or 
from time to time to carry out the pur
poses of this bill? 

Mr. FISH. I will say to the gentleman, 
the Committee on Appropriations will 
have no authority under the law what
ever to limit these appropriations. All 
it can do is make appropriations. It can
not say that a dollar shall be spent in 
America or how it shall be spent-that 
is the function of the legislative com
mittees of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 

Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. . 

The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 
. Mr. ROFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAmMAN. The gentleman 
has been recognized. Does the gentle
man from Texas yield for a parlia;
mentary inquiry? 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. .~ot 
right now. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment ought 
not to be adopted. I believe that if the 
gentleman who offered the amendment 
had been a member of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs that considered this 
legislation for the weeks and · months 
that we have considered it, and if lie 
knew all tbe conditions and methods. of 
operation, he would not have offered the 
amendment: The purchase of supplies 
in this country and what this country 
will furnish will be determined not by 
U. N. R. R. A., but by officials of our 
Government. · TJ;lere will .be no disposi
tion to not furnish anytf:ling that our 
part consists of where it can be had in 
this country without jeopardizing our 
stock supplies of what we need in this 
country. . 

In other words, Mr. Chairman, when 
U. N. R. R. A. makes a call upon the 
United States for a contribution either 
in money, funds, or . in goods, that re
quest has to clear through the agencies 
of the United States Governm.ent to de
termine whether or not we can, without 
jeopardizing or hurting our . 0\Vn stock 
supplies, furnish the materials, and if we 
cannot do . it, it will not be furnished. 
It is contemplated that a large percent
age of what the United States contrib-. 
utes either in goods or in money will be 
purchased in this country. But it would 
be foolish to put in a strait jacket such 
as this amendment would do, the ques
tion of how and what percentage should 
be purchased in this country. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment should 
be defeated. _ 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. · 

Mr. HERTER rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose 

does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
rise? , 

Mr. HERTER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
ln opposition to the amendment. 

The CHAffiMAN. The· gentleman 
·from Massachusetts is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? -

Mr. HERTER. l yield. 
Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, it so 

happens that the gentleman who is now 
about to · address us is the only Member 
of this House who has had long and 

·varied· experience in relief work after the 
. First World War, since he was a high 
official in all the work that this Nation 
did. Therefore I ask unanimous con
sent that at this point lie m~y - have an 
additional 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
:Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, re

. serving the right to object-

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts is recognized for 5 
additional minutes. · · 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I say, 
reserving the right to obj.ect. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair waited a 
sufficient time and did not hear any ob
jection. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Well, I was on my 
feet, Mr. Chairman. · · · 

The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts is recognized for 5 
additional minutes. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, reserving 
the right to object, I wonder if--

The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts has.been recognized. 
Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Idaho? 

Mr. HERTER. I yield. 
Mr. WHITE. I will ask my question at 

the proper time. · 
Mr. HERTER. Mr. Chairman, the 

only reason I am rising in opposition to 
this amendment is that I think the gen
tleman who offered the amendment has 
~ misconception as· to the actual nature 
of a relief operation as provided for un
der the U.N. R. R. A. agreement, and as 
is required by the circumstances which I 
think we have to visualize, both on the 
continent of Europe and possibly in parts 
of Asia in the event of the cessation of 
hostilities. . 

We are still unclear as to the nature 
of progress in the Pacific war. But inso
far as Europe is concerned, we face two 
possibilities. The first is that we shall 
liberate these countries, piece by piece, 
and U.N. R. R. A. will be called on to 
'come-in only when the military says the 
'time is ripe for a 'civilian organization to 
admfnister · relief behind the lines. If 
that particular situation should. exist, I 
suspect that the sum of money that is 
provided for in this bill will never be util
ized to the full, or nearly to the full, by 
U.N. R. R. A., because the major portion 
of 'this bit-by-bit relief operation will 
have to be done as a matter of military 
nec'essity by our military forces. 

The second possibility, the one which 
I think we all hope for, is that there will 
come a sudden defeat of Germany and 
a collapse of the Central Powers, tn 
which . event there will be a sudden and 
very great over-all relief problem, a 
problem that will be directly connected 
with universal chaos on most of the con
tinent of Europe. Should that happen, 
and at the moment it seems a most likely 
thing to happen, what are the actual 
processes of relief? What has to be 
done? Obviously No. 1 is to have sup
plies readily at hand and accessible. The 
second is to have transportation to get 
them where they are needed. In the 
sum of money that is provided for ' in this 
bill, which is merely a maximum amount 
to which specific limitations can be 
considered at the time the actual ap
propriation comes before the House, it is 
provided that all gifts in kind shall be 
credited against that amount which rep
resents the maximum liability of this 
country. Now, if we actually -got into a 
sudden large relief operation, which 
would be essential in the event of the 
collapse, just as important as foodstuffs 

would be the question of transportation. 
In fact, without adequate transporta
tion, all the food we could ship into cen
tral Europe or e~stern Europe would be 
worth absolutely nothing. The trans
portation problem is going to be the most 
crucial and most vital, because, as I think 
every Mem'Qez: or' this House knows, 
transportation facilities nave already 
·deteriorated terrifically. In the event of 
a collapse ther~ is likely to happen ex
actly what happened in the last war. 
The entire transportation system will go 
to pieces. What then would be the ma
jor contribution that this country would 
be called upon to make from the point 
of view of this emergency relief? It 
would be to furnish transportation. It 
would be the obvious thing for the U.N. 
R. R. A. to call on the United States Army 
to release to it as quickly as possible the 
maXimui:n number of trucks that could 
be made available to distribute food
stuffs throughout the chaotic regions. 
Every truck so turned over would be 
credited against this maximum commit
ment which the United States is being 
called on to make in this bill. The same 
is true of every pair of shoes that would 
be provided. It is true of every bit of 
cloth or material and of uniforms and of 
field kitchens and of medicines. 

The material which the Army is col
lecting in north Africa and elsewhere 
for military purposes will, at the time of 
the collapse, represent surplus goods 
which this country will not want to 
bring back to the United States in ships .. 
We will want to use those ships to bring 
the boys back. The surplus material 
will no longer be required for carrying 
out the war. I do not think anybody 
in- this Chamber would want to see ·us 
use shipping to bring second..:.hand 
trucks, second-hand field kitchens, or 
surplus shoes, clothing, medicines, and 
things . like that back to this country. 
The greatest utility for thls material 
would be to finish the job that the mili
tary boys have done, namely, make the 
liberation of those people ~ reality, so 
that they dp not die of starvation, .do 
not ·die of disease, after they have been 
liberated. This military equipment can 
be used for that purpose, and every bit 
of it so turned over would be credited 
against the maximum figure that is 
specified 'in this agreement. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. - Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HERTER. I yield. 
Mr. AUGUST ·H. ANDRESEN. I am 

glad to have the gentleman'c expla~a
tion and to get the gentleman's point 
of view. ·would the gentleman point 
out where there is anythinG in the agree
ment that provides for a credit against 
the appropriation of these items the gen
tleman has mentioned? 

Mr. HERTER. I would be glad to give 
my understanding of the answer to that 
question and I am sure a member of 
the committee would be glad to confirm 
it, namely, that all gifts in kind are 
to be credited against the quota of any 
nation; and to be credited at such a 
valuation or figure as that- nation itself 
puts on the particular article that is 
turned over. 
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Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HERTER. I yield. 
Mr. WRIGHT. An explanation of 

your experience with the transportation 
problem after the last war might be 
ip.teresting, your experience of being 
forced to operate a railroad in relief after 

· the last war, in order to get food and 
provisions to the starving people of 
Europe. 

Mr. HERTER. I think what the gen
tleman is referring to is two separate 
things. Immediately after the armistice 

·in the last war, the American Relief Ad
ministration, which was then by unani
mous consent the organization charged 
with the primary responsibility of trying 
to ·maintain some order in central 
Europe, borrowed from the United States 
Army, 1,100 Army officers. They imme-

. diately proceeded to almost every vital 
center in central J.nd eastern Europe, 

· with the primary purpose of trying to 
-keep transportation moving. Later, in 
1922, when the American Relief Admin

. istration and the European Relief Coun

. cil went into Russia, the primary problem 
· again was transportation. Some 200 
-American boys were in there and there 
. were 750,000 Russians working under 
-them. Their problem was to keep a 
-completely disorganized railroad system 

· · moving, a job which they did, considering 
their experience and the untold difficul

. ties, with remarkable skill. 
Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

· will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HERTER. I yield. 
Mr. VORYS of Ohio. The gentleman 

· is also on the Republican F,ood Commit
. tee and has given great study to that 
: subject. Is it not true that in general 
· we have more foreign exchange than we 
· have surplus food, and there might arise 
instances where we would rather spend 
more than 10 percent of our money buy

. ing food from Argentina to ship abroad 
rather than to continue under rationing 

· for a longer period in this country, so 
that we could send our own food abroad. 

Mr. HERTER. I agree entirely with 
the gentleman, that to put ourselves in a 
strait jacket so that we had to supply 
a great bulk of food for this relief oper-

, ation would be very foolish on our own 
part. We do not know whether we are 
going to face a crop failure in the United 
States next year or not. We do not know 
whether Argentina will produce a large 
crop. We do not know what the situa-

. tion will be in Australia, New Zealand, 
Canada, or other places. 

Mr. ROLPH. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HERTER. I yield. 
Mr. ROLPH. The gentleman has I1fade 

a very interesting st~tement of his posi
tion with reference to this amendment. 
Would the gentleman favor rephrasing 
those words to say, "or American-pro
duced goods"? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. That is in there al· 
ready. 

. . The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen
tleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairm-an, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

· Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
-have a preferential motion which is at 
the Clerk's desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. HOFFMAN] offers a 
preferential motion, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. HoFFMAN moves that the Committee do 

now rise and report the bill back to the 
House with the recommendation that the 
enacting clause be stricken out. 

·The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Michigan is recognized for 5 min
utes. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, this 
method of gaining the floor to speak on 
this bill is employed because no other was 
ayailable. 

Without in any way criticizing the 
discretion of the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. EATON], who is the ranking 
minority member of the committee and 
who had control of the time during 2 
days of general debate, the opponents 
of it could not, except in a few instances, 

· get time except to extend their remarks 
in the RECORD. The next time that pro

. cedure is followed by the ranking minor
ity member, it will be my purpose to 
claim a question of personal privilege and 

·take 1 hour, so we might just as well know 
that there should be a fair division of 
the time hereafter- or Members will be 
forced to protect themselves by every 
available procedure. 

STILL HYPNOTIZED 

Although the voters at the 1942 elec
tions repudiated the New Deal-lock, 
stock, and barrel-and although the 
voters in a Democratic Pennsylvania dis
trict cast 57 percent of their votes in 
repudiation of tlie New Deal, and in an
other, a Republican district in -the same 

· State, by 83 percent of the votes cast 
said they wanted none of it, some Demo-

. crats for political reasons, and some Re
publicans because they have been in
timidated by the Winchells of the ad
ministration and because they may be 
afraid of accusations of disloyalty, still, 
when it comes to foreign policy, continue 
.to be led around by the nose by the New 
Deal foreign policy. 

The President realizes the people are 
sick of the New Deal, and this was con
clusively shown when he indicated not so 
long ago that he wanted a new slogan 
for the pending campaign, He served 
notice that during the pending campaign 
he was burying the slogan, "The New 
Deal", adopting· the one of "Win the 
War." 

That has been the slogan of the Ameri
can people ever since the 7th day of De
cember 1941, and even Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt cannot monopolize it. 

That the New· Dealers merely wish to 
have the term forgotten for the dura
tion of the campaign is shown by the 
statement of Vice President WALLACE last 
Saturday night when he said: 

Roosevelt, God willing, will in the future 
give the New Deal a firmer foundation than 
it has ever had before. So, on with the New 
Deal. 

In view of the election returns, just 
why Republicans, or Democrats, for that 

\ 

matter, should be afraid of another 
smear campaign is beyond my compre
hension. The Communists, the New 
Dealers, the smear artists; certain publi
cations, among which we found the New 
Republic, the Daily Worker, the Chicago 
Sun, New Masses, and a host of pam
phlets and books, and a few radio scan
dalmongers like Winchell, ever since be
fore the November elections of 1942 right 
down to the present moment, have been 
engaged-and they will continue to be 
engaged-in a vicious, lying campaign, 
charging a lack of patriotism and loyalty 
to all those who vigorously and effectively 
oppose the New Deal, the overthrow of 
our Government, either by force or by 
subterf1,1ge; who believe ~n America, and 
who insist that we, as do Stalin and 
Churchill, think and act first in the in-

'terests of our own country. 
After the last war this country spent 

some $2,000,000,000 in relieving the un
fortunate people of Europe in war
stricken areas. That money was spent 
without criticism by one of the outstand
ing statesmen of that day and of today, 
Herbert Hoover. It was spent so e:fli
ciently, so effectively that no one criti
cized. 

A similar situation confronts us today, 
. Herbert Hoover is still alive; still ready 
and willing, we may all assume, to re

. peat his magnificent work in feeding the 
hungry of the world. But this admin
istration will have none of it. Fearful 

. that Hoover might do the job e:fliciently 
and so earn some measure of credit for 
himself and incidentally for the political 
party to which he belongs, the President 
will not avail himself of Hoover's ac
knowledged talents. Nor will he entrust 
the expenditure of this billion, three hun
dred and fifty million dollars, for which 
he is asking, to a commission made up of 
American citizens intent upon American 
interests . 

With the idea of a super United States 
of the world, a super world government, 
in the back of the minds of the New 
Dealers, they are determined that· every 
possible use shall be made of every situ
ation to further union now or some sim .. 
ilar plan. 

Until our Constitution has been super
seded by a world agreement; until our 
flag has been hauled down and some in
ternational. rag run up in its place, those 
who would, as they said, remake Amer
ica, will never be satisfied, will never 
cease to charge all who oppose them with 
disloyalty. 

The Republican Party having an
nounced that it would collaborate with 
other nations in restoring and maintain
ing peace, the New Dealers and the in
ternationalists brazenly assume that col
laboration means, so far as we are con-

. cerned, follow along. They have as their 
motto the words of the old song, "Where 
He leads me, I will follow," and they 
damn all who do not choose to follow 
the broad and easy way which leads to 
destruction. 

This pending measure is entirely un
necessary. It is the opening wedge 
which will let through for years to coma 
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·a stream of gold collected from the al
·ready overburdened taxpayer. It is an
other step toward the surrender of a por
tion of our sovereignty; toward the sub
ordination of our interests to the plans 
and the purposes of a group of foreign 
-power politicians. 

So far as I know, no one objects to the 
·giving of any reasonable aid to those 
who are in need of food or clothing. 
There is no reason, however, why we 
should spend money which may be 

·needed, which will be needed, to care 
for, to hospitalize, to rehabilitate, our 
returnin g veterans-use that money to 
rehabilitate people in other countries. 

What we are asked by this bill is not 
to appropriate the $1 ,350,000,000 to be 
spent under the supervision of Ameri
cans for relief, but to appropriate that 
sum· to be spent by an international 
organization in which . sit 44 representa .. 
tives of 44 nations, and where we shall 

·have one of 44 votes. 
That money is to be used not only for 

· relief, but, under the terms of the bill, 
. it is to be used for rehabilitation
rehabilitation of people and of nations. 

Just why we should continue to place 
the interests of the people of other lands 
before the welfare of our own is a ques
tion which is puzzling many of our citi
zens. Many of our citizens have had 
their businesses, their means of liveli
hood, destroyed by this war. They have 
taken their losses uncomplainingly and 

· they cannot understand why the busi
. nesses, the cities, the nations, across the 
sea should be restored, rehabilitated, by 
funds to which they have contributed by 
their tax payments. 

In my humble judgment the m_oney 
. which we appropriate to feed and to 
clothe people whose countries have been 
overrun and are now occupied by Hitler 
or by Japan should be spent by and under 
the direction of an American or an 
American commission. 

I shall not vote to give billions of dol
lars to any group of foreigners to spend 
as they may wish; to spend so that the 
recipients of those funds can come in 
competition with the American wage 
earner or the American businessman. 

When this administration asks for 
money to be used where needed to relieve 
suffering and to be spent under American 
supervision, my vote shall be cast in favor 

· of the needed appropriation. 
That the people know what is going on 

here in Washington and that they _are 
- resentful of the fact that still, on occa

sion, like sheep we follow the New Deal 
· leadership, is evident from the attached 

editorial from the Westmoreland Ob
server of January 13, 1944, published at 

. Greensburg, Pa. That editorial reads: 
IT DOES MAKE YOU LAUGH 

A New Dealer sees a Republican stick his 
head out of his storm cellar to sniff the politi
cal wind, and shouts "isolationist." The 
Republican quickly ducks back in his hole. 
This illustrates the gutless state of mind of 
the Republican Party. 

In conceding a half-hearted endorsement 
of the Roosevelt-New Deal foreign policy, and 
trying to fit it, as a plank, into the Republican 
Party, only reveals to American voters the 
utter decadence of the party and disgusts mil
lions of citizens who would like a chance to 
vote on this issue. 

Why is it that the Republicans cannot, or 
will not, take a stand on this issue 1n oppo
sition to the New Deal? Why do Republicans 
take the charge of lying down, that they are 
responsible for this war 'by their "isolationist" 
policies when there is not a particle of truth 
in the charge? 

Did not the Republican Party do everything 
it was reasonably possible to do in the way of 
.international pacts and agreements to insure 
world peace? Do present-day Republicans 
not know the history of their party in foreign 
affairs when it was in power after the last 
war? What was "isolationist" about their 
foreign policy? 

What did the New Deal do froin 1933 to the 
outbrealt of the war in Europe in 1939 to pre
serve wbrld peace? Certainly the policy of 
the New Dealers didn't keep us out of war. 
Did they not promise that their policy, and 
only their policy, would keep our boys from 
again being sent to die on foreign soil. Bid 
it? The New Dealers had their own way 
right down to Pearl Harbor: 

Now, why was the fieet tied up at Pearl 
Harbor, a perfect target for an attack? Was 
it the Republicans who kept it tied up there, 
and the air force stationed there asleep? 
Would the Japs have attacked Pearl Harbor 
if the fleet had been out in deep water, 
stripped for action? And why have the com
manders of the Army and Navy in charge at 
Pearl Harbor not been brought to court mar
tial, and all tho.se responsible for that major 
tragedy exposed? 

-Well, by the way they are acting, you'd 
think it was they. 

And finally, the New Dealers, feeling that 
they have the Republicans on the run on 
foreign policy, are heaping it on. They are 
promising thP. people everlasting peace; they 
say they know how-but they are not tell
ing-and of course, the Republicans are too 
mealy-mouthed to ask them. But the Amer
ican people know about the pledges and 
promises made by the New Dealers. And 
everybody in America knows--except, of 
course, the Republican leaders-that Mr. 
Stalin and Mr. Churchill are going to have 
something to say about the kind of peace 
that will be established after the wa.r is won. 

And there are plenty of signs that it is not 
going to be anything like what the New Deal
ers are attempting to tell the American peo
ple it will be. But the Republicans---oh, 
what's the use-they need an undertaker, not 
a Presidential candidate. 

I cannot agree with the Westmoreland 
Observer that the Republicans need an 
undertaker, unless, by that statement, 
the editor means that the Republicans 
intend to bury the New Deal and need 
one for that purpose. However, in my 
opinion, the New Deal will bury itself. 

Nor should the Republican leaders be 
criticized too much because they have 
not been more actively opposed to the 
New Deal. Some of us have fought the 
New Deal from the beginning right down 
to the present moment and look at what 
we got-abuse all the time, charged with 
disloyalty most of the time, and the peo
ple, until November 1942, on every occa
sion expressing their approval of the 
New Deal. · 

Leaders have been a little slow to catch 
up with some of the opposition to the 
New Deal. But the people themselves-
editors especially-have been somewhat 
lukewarm; not overly aggressive in criti
cizing this administration and its poli
cies. Perhaps that was due to a large 
extent to the fact that we are at war 
and all wish to proceed cautiously. 

Let us hope that, once more and soon, 
all will be devoted to the defeat of our· 

enemies; the reestablishment of a con
stitutional form of government here at 
home. 

The Government has men in the armed 
forces who have been especially trained , 
for administrative duties in conquered 
lands and those men rather than a group 
like U.N. R. R. A. should be charged with 
the expenditure of any funds appropri
ated by Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. BLOOM. I do not know whether 
the gentleman from Michigan desires to 
withdraw his · motion or not. If not, 
I want to oppose him at the propei· time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle
man fi'om New York seek recognition 
on the motion at this time? 

Mr. BLOOM. Not at this time. 
The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman 

from New York [Mr. REED] is recog
nized. 

Mr. REED of New Yoi-k. Mr. Chair
man, this proposed U.N. R. R. A. is an 
anti-Christian approach to a traditional 
Christian problem. I am sure that the 
overwhelming sentiment of the Amer
ican people, true to a.long and honorable 
tradition, is favorable to rendering aid 
to the sick, hungry, and suffering men, 
women, and children of Europe and Asia. 
I dare say that of the 2,000,000,000 people 
in this world, that of this number the · 
700,000,000 adherents of the Christian 
faith wish to give concrete expression 
to that faith by rendering aid and mercy 
to the suffering, hungry victims of this 
devastating war. Believing, as I do, that 
such is the sentiment of the Ch1istian 
people everywhere, I stand ready at any 
and all time's to vote the necessary funds 
to the extent that reasonable assurance 
can be given that such funds will be 
used for the high and noble humani
tarian purpose which our traditionally 
generous people have in mind. 

I do not intend to permit myself, un
der the pressure of the hysteria of the 
moment, to give support to legislation 
clothed in the habiliment of human sym
pathy as a means of obscuring from pub· 
lie view the world political power Frank
enstein concealed within. , 

It is not the amount of money involved 
in this bill that is important just now be
cause it is a matter of recorded history 
that as a nation drifts and finally faces 
insolvency the most plentiful and cheap
est product of that nation at such a time 
is money. This Nation is surfeited with 
money, borrowed money. In every step 
taken by the New Deal in its all-inclu
sive program of enforced scarcity, money 
is the one thing that has become increas
ingly and dangerously plentiful. 

Is it necessary to set up this U. N. R . 
R. A. machinery for becoming entangled 
in a new world order of power politics 
to effectively distribute $1,350,000,000 
to starving men, women, and children 
throughout Europe and Asia? Are there 
no existing Christian organizations with 
long and honorable records of humani
tarian achievement, fully equipped in 

· every way to administer the desired re
lief? Of course there are such organi

- zations, ready and prepared to act. 
They are now operating in the field. 
What is wrong with the National Red 
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Cross, the Society of Friends, and others? 
Who objects to utilizing the facilities-and 
personnel of these great agencies of 
mercy? 

I will teil you who they are: They are 
the alien-minded power politicians who 
seek to build a new world order, who 
see in this fund of $1,300,000,000 and 

. other billions to follow the very elements 
of political domination of starving popu
lations. No tears will be shed over the 

. ghastly victims of starvation by those 
who will control the organization set up 
by this legislation. · The alien-minded 
manipulators of our declarations of pol
icy do not favor, but instead desperately 
fear, the adoption of a plan by which 
distribution of food and clothing will be 
made by Christian agencies. 'What has 
been the excuse given by some of our 
allies in justification of letting little in
nocent, starving, pot-bellied, moaning 
babies starve? Why, they say: "What if 
the Nazis should steal it and thus pro
long tbe war?" But dees the evidence 
show that this danger exists? Dr. How
ard E. Kershner, director of relief in 
Europe from 1939 to 1942 for the Ameri
can Friends Service Committee, stated 
that not a mouthful of food se.nt to the 
people in other occupied countries ever 
reached the mouths of the enemy. Does 
not our State Department bear witness 
to the fact that the enemy forces or 
populations have never had access to the 
19,000 tons of food going to Greece each 
month? 

This piece of legislation, like so many 
.New Deal proposals, has set forth in it 
a worthy objective, but concealed within 
its provisions are commitments to fur
ther alien intrigues in the field of world 
power politics. . 

The printed pages of the hearings on 
this resolution <H. J. Res. 192) are as 
barren of facts pertinent to the real 
issues involved as the Sahara 'Desert is 
destitute of fertile ·SOil and moisture to 

. produce food. 
It was not until pressure was applied 

to Russia that · she let her people know 
that help was being furnished to her by 
the United States. If the United States 
is to raise the morale of Europe and 
Asia through benefactions, then let it be 
distributed through · the channels of 
charitable agencies already organized 
and equipped to render such a service 
and do it free from political manipula
tion on the part of any one or all of our 
allies. I am not in favor of voting 
$1,300,000,000 under the alien terms of 
this resolution to enable any part of the 

. fund to be used to undermine the Chris

. thin concept of religion. I do not believe 
it will be sacrilegious or unpatriotic to 
show some concern now and then for the 
welfare and .protection of our own peo
ple, especially when passing on these 
potential post-warnand-out proposals. 

With an estimated future debt of from 
$300,000,000,000 to $500,000,000,000, and 
a post-war peacetime Budget of from 
$20,000,000,000 to $30,000,000,000, our 
appropriations for world-wide charity 
must have some limit if this Republic 
is to survive the drain that will be made 
upon it. 

I want to say further that this war 
will not end famine, pestilence, revolu- · 

- XC--41 

tions, nor war. There will still be the 
menace to this Republic from within and 
from without from the impact .of fas
cism, communism, or collectivism in one 
form or another. There will be unem
ployment here and abroad and political 
master minds will be on hand to play 
upon the discontented and the revolu
tionaries. The .witches' kettle of class 
hatred will be well stirred as a means to 
political power. 

Let us not by this unwise, un-'Ameri
can legislation arm the international 
political manipulators with an instru
mentality of power with which they can 
exercise control of life and death over 
the starving victims of war. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 

All time on the preferential motion 
has expired. 

The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

The motion was rejected. 
Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in· 

opposition to the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from New Jersey is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, I would 
not take this time except for two rea
sons: First, the statement of the gentle
man from· Michigan that I have 7 sons. 
I greatly regret I have but 1. I have 7 
of my family in this World War. One 
nephew was killed bombing over Ger
many; another, bombing over Holland, 
was shot down and is now a prisoner in 
a German camp; I have 1 grandson in 
Italy this minute on the firing line; I 
have another grandson in the marines, 
and the others are scattered in the Pa
cific and on various fronts. I wish to 
God I had 25 of them instead of 7. I wish 
I were young enough to go myself, but 
there seems to be plenty of fighting right 
here. · 

Second, I had no idea that I was so 
absolutely unfair until the gentleman 
drew my portrait as being unfair iil the 
allocation of time in the debate on this 
bill. I gave out the time on one prin
ciple only, the lamous principle of sen
iority. 'As fast as gentlemen asked me 
for time I put their names down and 
called them in that order. If those who 
were opposed were slow getting in their 
requests for time, that -is not my fault, 
but I humbly apologize because were I 
able, I would gladly have impinged upon 
eternity to give everybody a chance to 
"blow otf."' 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say one 
word about these amendments and I ask 
you to listen to me. We stand at this 
moment in the most fateful hour in hu
man history. For the first time in his
tory, 44 nations of the world are clinging 
together to save freedom for mankind. 

. When this war is over we shall have a 

. shattered world and it will be absolutely 
necessary to rebuild a civilization on a 
world basis. This bill is the first at
tempt on the part of 44 nations to unite 
in some world program of cooperation 
and collaboration for the relief of dis
tress and anguish, and for- that reason I 

. am in favor of it. We will make mis
takes. there will be wastage; there will 

be stupidity, there will be selfishness, 
there will be failures due to human 
frailty, but it is our first attempt to meet 
the challenge of the new age and I 
hope and pray that the Memoers of this 
great body will not hamstring this legis
l2.tion by a lot of useless amendments. 
Rather, let us face the fact that this is 
primarily an attempt, as suggested by 
the gentleman from South Dakota on 
Friday last, to achieve in some real de
gree cooperation and collaboration 
among the nations of the world. Per
sonally, I hope with all my heart that 
with this beginning we may finally evolve 
a world civilization based upon freedom, 
justice; and humane good will. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. Chairman, I was rather sorry to 
hear my good friend the gentleman from 
New Yorl{ [Mr. REED], for the first time 
since 1 have been a Member, use Chris
tianity as a reason for not voting for a 
bill. It happens that I am a communi
cant of the Catholic Church and a 
Christian. I had an idea that if Chris
tianity were going to be injected into this 
debate it might be as an argument for 
the proposal certainly not as an argu
ment against it. In any event, it is the 
first time I have ever heard any Member 
go so far as to inject the great truths and 

· influences of Christianity and of all the 
creeds that constitute Christianity as a 
reason for voting against any legislation. 

We should not fail to grasp the re
quirements of our present or future po
sition or to comprehend the probable 
current of international affairs. 

The United States has played a unique 
and vastly important part in its lifetime 
in the history of nations. 

We have territory, natural wealth 
which we have developed, and we have 
liberty. Today we are the greatest Na
tion in the world, with the opportunity 
of leadership and with the world loo}l;
ing to us for right leadership. 

The rest of the world realizes that our 
greatness and wealth are not the result 
of aggression, conquest, or spoliation. 
We do not possess our strength and 'our 
greatness in consequence of a series of 
aggressive .conquests against our weaker 
neighbors. And the world knows that. 
That is a prominent reason why the 
United States in addition to its power, 
strength, and greatness, will exercise 
powerful influence among the other na
tions of the world, if we exercise our 
leadership for future world order to.,pre
vent the probability of another world 
disorder in the not too remote future. 

There is no question but what the great 
majority of our people want our Gov
ernment to act in accordance with the 
highest ethical motives upon which na
tional actions can be based. Our people 
realize we have the opportunity and re
sponsibility, consistent with our ·national 
and individual interests, to assume a 
leadership that will engrave our national 

~ name foremost on history's roll. 
The passage of this bill will be a 

marked contribution toward that end. 
This bill is a war measure. 
This bill is also a humane measure. 
It is for our national interest to enact 

this bill into law. · 
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This bill is not only consistent with our 

national interest, but its passage will 
oonstitute a nobility of action on our 
part that the people in conquered lands 
and elsewhere will appreciate and 
which-while we do not intend it as 
such-will pay us big dividends later on. 

If I know the sentiments and the soul 
of the American people at all, there is one 
thing I do know and that is that the 
American people prefer a generous part 
devoid of gain and even entailing loss, 
as one able writer said some years ago 
"to one which they know beforehand 
spells selfish aggression or selfish con
servation." 

In conclusion, may I say that the 
amendment offered by the distinguished 
gentleman from New York, if adopted, 
will not be for the best interests of our 
country. Certainly it is sending a mes
sage to the other countries of the world 
that instead of this great Nation, based 
upon its national interest, doing things 
from an unselfish angle, under the guise 
of assuming our proper leadership, if we 
adopt this amendment we are sending 
a message to the other nations of the 
world that the greatest nation in the 
world is thinking of selfish rather than 
an unselfish leadership. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair
man, I move to strike out the last two 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer a motion 
to recommit this U.N. R. R. A. measure. 

Our ally, Stalin, is waging war val
iantly, but his way of governing people is 
neither Christian, nor American, nor just. 
This measure offers him and his Europe
an political machine the chance to sin all 
the sins ever committed in the name of 
charity. 

It is urged that unless you vote for this 
camouflaged weapon of destruction you 
will be taken for an isolationist -and 
thereby hurt yourself or your party in the 
next election. Of all the sniveling, hypo
critical, and fallacious arguments, that 
one is the ultimate. It is not even smart 
leadership. 

Surely millions of dollars have been 
spent for propaganda to make the word 
"isolationist" hated by Americans. That 
money has been wasted. In 1940-until 
after the election-who was the loudest 
isolationist in America? The candidate 
for President who got elected. He said 
it-"again and again." Remember? 

Who will be elected President in 1944? 
The candidate who seems less likely to 
give the country away. The isolationist. 
It's in the air. You can feel it in your 
bones. 

If you adhere sternly to our sterling 
American principle, what do you care 
what they label you? To the extent that 
isolationism means followiiJ.g the tradi
tional principles of foreign policy laid 
down by our first and greater President, 
George Washington, every American 
worth the name should today be a fight
ing isolationist. To those principles, 
followed more or less faithfully for over 
a century,-we Americans owe all that we 
have and all that we hope to have-all 
the spiritual and temporal powe1· which 

have made America a legend of godlike 
stature throughout the world. • 

What are those traditional principles? 
Expressed in Washington's Farewell 
Address, they all boil down to one word
"justice"-justice to all at home and 
abroad. It is justice which says, as 
Washington did, that we should defend 
America. That we shGuld be friendly to 
all nations, but that we should not in
volve America in international alli
ances, hates, or partialities which may 
lead to wars not necessary to the defens~ 
of America. 

It was not merely because of American 
power but also because they expected us 
to adhere to AIX\erican principles that 
Europeans urged America to rescue them 
from Hitler. Why is it, then, that people 
all over Europe today are asking, "If you 

· didn't come to rescue us from dictator-· 
ship, what are you fighting for?" 

The growing resentment is not due to 
so-called isolationism, but to the way we 
have forsaken the primary American 
principle of justice, oft called isolation
ism. No believer in traditional princi
ples-no isolationist-has been permitted 
to control or influence our policies. If 
traditional American principles had been 
followed, punishment of the Japs who 
attacked us would have been swift and 
certain. The British Admiral Mount
batten would not have been given the 
American men and supplies which our 
greatest American military genius, Gen-

. eral MacArthur, says he needs to defeat 
the Japanese. 

If the traditional American principles 
had been followed at Moscow, Moscow 
would not have been another Munich. 

Stalin helped Hitler start this war. 
The war he helped start boomeranged 
and he himself was attacked. We owe 
him nothing except respect for not fold
ing up and for fighting magnificently in
stead in self-preservation. While owing 
him no more than respect, America gave 
lavishly of supplies and men. and donated 
a second front which fought his enemy, 
Hitler, all the way across Africa up to 
Rome. 

At Moscow, however, .Stalin demanded 
more than he had the right to ask or 
America had the right to give. We had 
no right to give him Poland or any other 
countries in Europe. In addition, we 

· promised him another second front con
sisting mostly of Americans because the 
British still have some sense left. His 
gratitude, we are told, was charming, 
but how will he feel when, after building 
him up as successor to Hitler, the same 
people urge America to go to war for the 
same reasons for which they urged us to 
fight Hitler? Does Stalin today have the 
same respect for our country as he would 

· have if at Moscow and Teheran we had 
adhered religiously to our American 
principles and kept our self-respect? 

It is not yet too late to remedy our co
lossal blunder. It has been revealed by 
a competent Washington reporter that 
in England there is such opposition to 
the Moscow appeasement that Mr. 

· Churchill has urged reconsideration for 
the agreements and unless he succeeds 
his ministry may fall. But what is 
America doing about it? Our State De-

partment minces. Our Congress con
siders this U.N. R. R. A. bill, which would 
make us accessory after the fact to the 
unjust Moscow concessions. Shall we 
boast of relieving European victims of 
cruel dictatorship and pass a measure 
which will help give Europe anothe.r 
cruel dictator? 
· International cooperation, good fel

. lowship, charity. Those are traditional 
American principles, but without justice 
. what do they amount to? It is not isola-

- tionism, but the weird, opportunistic, 
unjust blunders of internationalists 
which are turning the age-old dream of 
universal lasting peace into a nightmare, 
a tower of Babel, a confusion of empty 
words and promises. The first step to
ward universal brotherhood and peace is 
justice-traditional American justice. If 
and when America begins once more to 
stand for justice at home and abroad we 
can resume our march of progress to
ward a higher stage of civilization. 

Mr. IZAC. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last three words. 

Mr. Chairman, I am glad of the oppor
tunity this legislation provides for the 
Congress to embark on a policy of col
laboration and cooperation with all of 
our brethren in the family of nations. 
The idea of our shutting ourselves up in 
a shell, of trying to ring the United 
States in a shield of steel, and thus main
taining our peace and prosperity and 
security, is an exploded theory. We 
tried tne noble experiment of neutrality 
but it just would not work because other 
nations were not of the same mind. And 
it must be evident to everyone today 

· that our country cannot exist a virile 
and prosperous land with all the rest of 
the world in turmoil and the peoples iri. 
distress. 

Somewhere in this debate it has been 
argued .that the Constitution does not 
permit us to function in the way this 
legislation provides: that this is a treaty 
and therefore the House of Representa
tives can have no part in these proceed
ings; that it is the function of the Senate 
alone to ratify such a step. 

It may be true that the framers of 
the Constitution did not specifically 
countenance such international collab
oration, and it is true that George Wash· 
ington warned against entangling alli
ances. But was not that due principally 
to the fact that they could not have 
foreseen the advances that were to be 
made in reducing the effects of time and 
space on this terrestrial globe? I am 
inclined to believe so. With the develop
ment of radio, of the airplane, of moving 
pictures, and of so many other inven
tions time and space have almost been 
annihilated. And the result has been 
to bring us daily into close and intimate 
contact with all the people of the world. 
It has lessened the effect on our na
tional existence of the presence of the 
two broad oceans that bathe our shores. 
And so whether we like it or not we must 
face the realities that these changes have 
brought. Unless we do, we encourage 
and perpetuate the discords that once 
again may bring to our children all the 
horrors of an all-out war. Surely after 
the experiences of the past few decades 
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we can see the dangers inherent in a 
rejection of the idea of collaboration. 

Why, therefore, cannot t'his Congress, 
acting as the legislative body of a sov
ereign state, enunciate and inaugurate 
a policy that can only redound to our 
credit, that can only result in good to all 
mankind and that without which the 
sorely stricken people of other lands may 
be held interminably in the misery and 
despair in which they are now plunged? 
What is unconstitutional about that? 

There are some who say, "Let us meas
ure this legislation by the yardstick of 
what is best for America.'' Here is my 
answer. The effort to eliminate future 
wars is the finest service we of the Cbn
gress can perform for the benefit · of the 
people we represent. I know of no better 
way to start on the road toward that 
goal than by the adoption of a policy 
of friendly cooperation with our neigh
bors. I believe I speak the sentiments 
of the people of my district when I say 
that to help rehabilitate stricken regions, 
to feed the starving, to clothe and assist 
the despairing mothers and children and 
old men, to · help heal the wounds of 
war-and to do all this in unity of" 

'thought, of purpose, and of action with 
all the friendly nations of the earth 
should be our first step toward the goal 
of enduring peace for which we strive. 

This bill is that first step and so I 
support it with hearty approval and urge 
its passage without delay. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I have felt for a long 
time that when and if we moved into oc
cupied territory it was up to the United 
States to meet its fair share of the re
sponsibilities of temporarily feeding 
those people who are distressed as a re
sult of the German occupation, but I 
have felt that we should do that in a 
very careful way. We should not do such 
things as to create enormous stock piles 
at the present time which will upset our 
supply of goods and our market for 
goods. We should not do it in such a 
way that it will interfere with our prose
cution of the war. We should do it in 
some way so that it may be coordinated. 
We should not make the messes that the 
Board of Economic Warfare made and 
that the War Food Administration has 
made with reference to some of its stock 
piles, nor should we do it in the way that 
some of the lease-lend operations have 
been conducted along that line. -

Before anyone starts on this kind of a 
job it will be necessary and it should be 
necessary for them to come before the 
Committee on Appropriations and dis.:. 
close the entire picture, showing where 
they expect to get their supplies, how 

· much they expect to need, and how much 
they intend to operate, so that the whole 
of these operations can be coordinated 
and we can control them. Unless we do 
that we shall have a lot of trouble. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? · 

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. The 
words uttered by the gentleman I think 
are wise ones. It is the purpose of U.N. 

R. R. A. to do that very thing in the very 
way the gentleman states. In other 
words, when ·a request is made of our 
Government for any material or food or 
money, it will first have to clear agencies 
here and then go before the Commit
tee on Appropriations, which will get the 
entire picture as to the amount, the 
set-up, and how it will affect us, before 
we give them anything. 

Mr. TABER. I understand that that is 
the set-up here, and I understand that 
these people would be expected to come 
and justify what they were going to do, 
and that it would not be necessary to 
give them more funds than they could 
operate with for a convenient length of 
time, whatever seemed in the judgment 
of the Congress at the time to be a fair 
amount and a fair provision. 

This bill as it comes before us suggests 
an authorization for contributions by the 
United States. We must remember that. 
Under this resolution and in this reso
lution and in the appropriations that we 
make, we can control nothing whatever 
in aqy way except just the part that the 
United States contributes. In other 
words, the constitution of U.N. R. R. A. 
is so set up that we are not passing on 
that constitution at this time but we are 
simply authorizing an appropriation for 
the purpose of carrying out the provi
sions of that constitution of U.N. R. R. A. 
If we place a limitation on what shall be 
done here with the money that we con
tribute, that limitation does not apply to 
contributions from other sources, and 
while those other sources may be of a 
small nature, compared to ours, a good 
many of them, nevertheless a great many 
of the operations that perhaps we might 
have in mind in the limitation, can be 
covered by the funds contributed from 
other sources, without any restraint from 
us, and we must remember' that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 5 min
utes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TABER. Yes. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Is it 

not true that the military is doing a very 
good job in areas today that they have 
gone into? They are absolutely fair, 
they are giving great satisfaction I un
derstand in the country where they are. 

Mr. TABER. I expect that that is so. 
However, I understand that the Army 
does not want to have charge of that 
operation beyond the scale that is nec
essary for control of those regions from 
a military standpoint. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. We 
had no testimony to that effect before our 
committee. I asked the last day that 
more witnesses be called to testify. I 
wanted the Army and the Navy, and the 
Department of Agriculture and others to 
appear before us, but the motion was 
voted down. I would like to have are
port and some testimony from them be
fore us. 

Mr. TABER. I asked the Army them
selves about that, and that is the answer · 
that I received. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. Yes. 
Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. In the 

first place does the gentleman under
stand that the Appropriations Committee 
will appropriate the entire amount called 
for in this resolution at one time? 

Mr. TABER. I would not think so, I 
would not expect so. There is no reason 
why we should do that. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. Yes. 
Mr. BLOOM. It was contemplated in 

the hearings that the first appropriation 
to be asked for up to the end of this fiscal 
year would be $500,000,000. 

Mr. ·TABER. That sounds like a 
rather liberal amount for the amount of 
time available between the passage of this 
bill and the end of the fiscal year, but it 
would be up to the Congress to consider, 
when we come to that stage. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. We 
_ recognize that within a few months the 

gentleman from New York will be the new 
chairman of the Committee on Appro
priations, and with his statement to me 
that they are going to examine carefully 
every item provided for the appropria
tion, I am convinced that the gentleman 
and his committee will do a good job and 
see to it that the money is not wasted. 

Mr. TABER. The Congress can be as
sured that the investigation as to each 
request for an appropriation will be most 
carefully and thoroughly noted. I rec
ognize the obligation that is on the 
United States. On the other hand, I 
recognize the obligation that the Con
gress owes to the American people to see 
that we do not overstep. I may say this, 
that as to any item that is under consid
eration at any time, under the rules of 
the House, an amendment would be in 
order that would prevent the use of any 
of our funds that might be under- consid
eration for appropriation at any time, 
for any particular purpose. On the 
other hand, we may as well face the facts. 
A limitation on what can be done with 
our contribution will not limit what can 
be done with contributions that are made 
from other sources than the United 
States. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman· yield? 

Mr. TABER. Yes. 
Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I think 

that is a correct and wise statement. In 
other words, if we do not l;lave that limi
tation, then this international organiza
tion might tell us what we have to do. 
We want to leave it to each country to 
say what they would do, and our Appro
priations Committee will be our clearing 
house which will determine what we 
must contribute. 

Mr. TABER. And what attitude we 
shall take with reference to the funds we 
contribute. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. That is 
correct. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. In: 
the hearings Mr. Lehman said that he \ 



644 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE JANUARY 24 

was the creature of U.N. R. R. A. and 
he would have to do whatever U. N. R. 
R. A. told him to do. 

Mr. TABER. If we appropriate funds 
with restrictions on them, he would have 
to respect that limitation, insofar as it 
related to those particular funds. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has again ex
pired. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last four words. 
In principle I am for this legislation. I 
think it is the duty of this country to 
assume its proportionate share of the 
burdens of trying to take care of those 
in difficulty and distress. 

I want to state at the outset that I am 
not opposed to the feeding and clothing 
of genuinely needy people of the various 
foreign countries, but I maintain that 
such a program should be consistent 
with our ability to do so. And for that 
reason I feel that the $1,350,000,000 
which this bill calls for, as our share 
in the work of the United Nations Relief 
and Rehabilitation Administration, is 
altogether too much. 

We have been accustomed here of late 
to thinking in terms of billions. We had 
better start thinking in terms of what 
we can do. The gentleman from South 
Dakota, Congressman MUNDT, in gen
eral debate on this bill, made a very 
significant statement when he said the 
·amount mentioned in this bill is only 
equal to the most this Government has 
ever been able to save in 1 year at any 
time before we got into this war. 

As I understand it, the national in
come was the basis for each country's 
share of the total amount. Well now, it 
is certainly unfair to take our national 
income now as the basis for our share. 
Our national income now is nearly 100 
percent above normal. Yes; but you say, 
"Is that not also true of our allies who 
will be contributing on that basis?" 

The answer is, "Absolutely not." Our 
volume of production is far greater than 
any of our allies. In other words we 
are contributing more in materials to the 
war effort than any other nation. 
Therefore, our national income is 
·greater. I, therefore, think that this 
amount should be materially reduced, 
say to about $250,000,000, and I am so 
offering that as an amendment. Con
gress will be in session and if more is 
actually needed let it be the duty and 
responsibility of a future Congress to 
decide how much more shall be author
ized and appropriated. Then, too, there 
are other aspects of this manifest policy 
of assuming the lion's share of the 
burden. 

There is a grave danger in such a pro
posal that for the most part has, I think, 

.been overlooked. You all remember, I 
am sure, with what scorn and condemna
tion this Nation was looked upon after 
the last war when it became apparent 
that Uncle Sam was not Uncle Santa and 
that we were going to expect compensa
tion for goods purchased by foreign na
tions during the war. Well, I maintain 
that just that is going to happen again
history repeats itself surprisingly. 

In the first place, I am sure you have 
all · heard the expression, "The quickest 

way to lose a friend is to lend him 
money." You also know it to be a truism 
that once you start giving something to 
somebody for nothing and then discon
tinue the practice you have made an 
enemy. Well, that is what is going to 
happen to us. The day we stop loaning, 
lending, and giving we are once again 
going to become the second most hated 
Nation on this earth. 

Another thing we should not overlook 
is the fact that it is unwise for our own 
security and our own welfare to commit 
this country to any definite financial 
outlay for the benefit of Europe while 
not knowing the demands that are going 
to be made upon the United States Treas
ury for relief, unemployment, rehabili
tation, and so forth, at the close of this 
war. There are hundreds of thousands 
of soldiers who will return incapacitated 
in mind or body, or both, who will be 
unable to care for themselves and who 
will have to be cared for. Think of the 
additional hospitals required to pro'vide 
for these men. 

We must not lose our senses. If we 
consult our heart we would help every
one but somewhere along the line we 
must consult our mind. We are the rep~ 
resentatives of the people and as our 
leader, the lovable and able gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCORMACK], 
has frequently said, "our position is one 
·or trust." We must stand between the 
people and disaster or else we are not ful
ftlling our duty. I am willing to help any 
nation when I can see that we are in a 
position to help, which at the moment 
seems to me a long way off. The war is 
not over. The end cannot be seen, or 
even predicted with any degree of cer
tainty. 

We have a normal earning power in 
the United States of around $76,000,000,-
000, althougR this is now up to $142,000,-
000,000 in 1943-the national debt is now 
one hundred and seventy and eight
tenth billion dollars. While our national 
income was around $76,000,000,000 our 
taxes were around $3,000,000,000 and are 
·now $18,000,000,00.0 as against the $142,-
000,000,000 income. ·President Roosevelt 
this week submitted to Congress a budget 
calling for an expenditure during the 
next fiscal year of just about one hundred 
billions. That brought the total of ac
tual or contemplated spending under his 
administration to three hundred and 
seventy-eight billions. Of next year's 
appropriations, more than ninety billions 
will be for war, bringing the total for 
that purpose to two hundred and ninety
two billions. The public debt by the end 
of the fiscal year is expected to be two 
hundred and eighty-five billions, or $1,-
984.62 for every man, woman, and child 
in the country. The carrying charge of 
the debt would be about five billions an
nually, or about $38.46 annually for every 
person. So that you can see that we have 
not only saddled ourselves but unborn 
generations with an enormous debt. 

There will be a terrific let-down here 
in our own country after this war and at 
the rate we have been and are pouring 
out our own wealth and resources to the 
other nations of the world, we may find 
that, like a too generous blood donor, we 
have ended up with so much of our 

wealth and natural resources gone that 
a serious set-back will follow. 

I think, like a prudent housewife, that 
we should first decide what we can fur
ther spare, what other nations are sup
plying as their share, and then decide 
how far we can go along the lines we are 
now pursuing without bringing our own 
house down upon us. 

Mr. FISH. Will the gentleman Yield? 
Mr. O'CONNOR. I yield. 
Mr. FISH. The gentleman from West 

Virginia [Mr. ScHIFFLER], a member of 
the committee, I think had intended to 
offer an amendment to reduce the 
amount by half, namely, to $675,000,000. 
I do not see him on the :floor. But I do 
not see why the gentleman from Mon
tana does not offer that amendment. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I am going to offer 
such an amendment. 

Mr. AUGUST H. Al'TDRESEN. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I yield. 
Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The 

amount authorized in this bill is based 
on 1 percent of the national income made 
in a war year largely as a result of 
Government expenditures. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Absolutely. 
Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. It 

seems to me that they should take a nor
mal year to find out what the national 
income was then. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Exactly. The gen-· 
tleman was never sounder in his life, and 
he is usually pretty sound except when 
it comes to politics. He is sound enough 
to be on this side of the aisle. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman and 
members of the Committee, I wish to 
offer my sincere congratulations and 
praise to the President and to the State 
Department for their announced setting 
up of a War Refugee Board to take ac
tion for the immediate rescue from the 
Nazis of as many as possible of the per
secuted ~inorities of Europe. This War 
Refugee Board, comprised of Secretaries 
of State, War, and Treasury, has been 
asked by the President to cooperate fully 
with the United Nations Relief andRe
habilitation Administration. The Presi
dent stresses, says the White House state
ment, "that it was urgent that action be 
taken at once to forestall the plan of the 
Nazis to exterminate all the Jews and 
other persecuted minorities in Europe." 
We had at Evian a conference back in 
1938 for the rescue of refugees. We had 
a Bermuda conference last year. Un
fortunately those two conferences in
volved blueprints, surveys, plans, explor
ations, but no action. Whatever relief 
there was you could have put into a very 
tiny capsule. Now there will be a repe
tition of those two failures unless the 
President and the State, War, and 
Treasury Departments appoint to tt.-, 
War Refugee Board a personnel and 
aides who are liberal and courageous in 
their outlook and who are generous
hearted, and who are saturated with the 
knowledge of oppressed peoples and who, 
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above all, recognize ~<the soft, sad music 
of humanity." One of the reasons why 
unfortunately those two prior confer
ences did not emerge successfully was 
due to a certain unfortunate attitude on 
the part of some of the men in the State 
Department, who guided more or less 
the views of one delegate. Luckily the 
ma: .. particularly who is in charge of 
refugees and visas in the State Depart
ment. and who directed the Bermuda 
policies, is on his way out. It augurs well, 
therefore, that this new Refugee Board 
will be unaffected and not influenced by 
thi::; particular gentleman. Eight val
uable years have been lost since Evian. 
In the meanwhile over 3,000,000 Jews 
have been slaughtered in "Festung 
Europa," but only after they have gone 
through the most excruciating pain and 
torture. For these 8 years we have been 
repeatedly told only through victory can 
we achieve rescue of refugees. Mean
while millions are dead and dying. The 
dead need no rescue. The disembodied 
spirita need no passports. Just think 
what could have happened during those 
8 years if those conferences had been 
successful, if there had been a real de
sire and intention and will to help, to 
rescue. 

Now for 10 years the Jews have been 
singled out as a special target of Nazi 
ruthlessness and brutality. Hitler has 
vowed to make Europe Judenrein-free 
of the Jews-a people selected for an
nihilation and torture only because they 
were born of the race Qf the prophets. 
While we in the United States adhere to 
the tradition of equality, it is no act of 
discrimination to point out the urgency 
of ~he problem of the Jewish people in 
Nazi-controlled Europe. While we have 
not wjshed to view Jewish refugees and 
potential refugees as different from . 
others, that difference has been thrust 
upon us. The lot of other persecuted 
minorities is not comparable in horror, 
ferocity, and destruction to that of the 
people of the race of Abraham, Isaac, and 
Jacob. 

The Dutch merchant, the Belgian 
peasant, the Norwegian farmer, all have 
the opportunity of life and labor, brutal 
as it may have been. When liberation 
with Allied victory comes, all others will 
savor the lifting of oppression, the free .. 
dom to return to life and liberty, save the 
Jews. Others have at least a shred of 
hope of survival, but the Jews are in a 
death chamber. 

The statement of the President setting 
up the new war Refugee Board happily 
recognized the especially tragic plight of 
the Jew. The President appreciates that 
extraordinary efforts may be required 
in order to aid and help Jews now in the 
Nazi charnel house. 

The War Refugee Board is presided 
over by the Secretaries of War, Treasury, 
and State. ~These men cannot do the real 

' work, the spade work, required. They 
can initiate broad policies. Thus the 
laboring oar must be held by an execu
tive director and a staff of assistants. 
such personnel must be carefully select
ed. They must be impressed with the 
ftascos of Evian and Bermuda so that 
there shall be no repetition thereof. 

Otherwise we shall merely have a mere 
rearrangement of old desl~s and chairs in 
the same office. To vary the simile, we 
would have the same ineffectual medicine 
in the old bottle with a new label. 

At Bermuda, Palestine was eliminated 
from the agenda as a possible haven for 
the oppressed Jews. Our representatives 
at Bermuda slavishly followed the dic
tates of our State Department, which in 
turn swallowed hook, line, and sinker the 
policy laid down by the British Foreign 
Office. I hope and pray the new set-up 
will not, as did our Bermuda delegates, 
shy away from Palestine like frightened 
horses. If it does it is doomed to failure 
from the very start. The War Refugee 
Board must demand the abrogation of 
the nefarious White Paper of 1938 which 
would preclude Jewish immigration into 
Palestine after March 1944. Palestine, 
frankly, is the only country where the 
Jews are not ' unwanted. It would · be 
catastrophic if the door were to be closed 
and Palestine liquidated as a national 
homeland for the Jews. 

If the War Refugee Board has the will 
to achieve, it will afford rescue and set 
up havens, including Palestine, so that 
the hapless and hopeless Jews may be 
spirited out of the Festung Europa and 
placed in camps in Palestine and in neu
tral lands. · It can set up an underground 
railway, as was done prior to and during 
the Civil War when Negroes were borne 
from the South to the North. 

It can issue a solemn warning to Ru
mania, Hungary, Bulgaria, and Petain's 
Vichy France that they will be held ac
countable and strictly responsible for 
each and every potential refugee deported 
from their lands into enforced slavery 
and death in Nazidom. Such a warning 
should have a desirable effect. It may 
cause the saving of 'thousands of Jews 
by prevention of deportation into Po
land and other hell holes. 

The short-wave radio can be used to 
sound these warnings. The 0. W. I., the 
Vatican, the International Red Cross
all will cooperate. 

Concentration camps of mercy and sal
vation could be established under United 
Nations auspices in Spain, Portugal, 
Switzerland, TUrkey, and other neutral 
countries, as well as in north Africa. 
Many refugees are already in these lands 
but more could be made to come and thus 
end their misery and suffering from Nazi 
jackals. These reservations or camps of 
mercy would become temporary havens 
for these unfortunate victims of Nazi ter
ror, until permanent homes through 
repatriation, immigration, and transfers 
to friendly countries can be effected. As 
the older refugees are taken and evacu
ated from these reservations, room would 
be made for the rescue of newcomers 
from the Nazi charnel house. 

If Palestine is made available-not by 
will of an Arab majority, but as matter of 
right, in accordance with the Balfour 
declaration which was approved and ac
cepted by our own country-thousands 
upcn thousands will manage to escape to 
it. No matter where the Nazis happen· 
to hold the Jews, they will sever the bonds 
ax:d destroy the locks that hold them, if 
they realize that Palestine will receive 

them. They will make an anabiosis to 
Palestine from anywhere. in Festung 
Europa. Be the trek ever so long and 
arduous, they will make it. The psy
chological pull or tug upon their hearts 
will encourage them to bear and sustain 
all hardships on the- way and they will 
come "singing in Zion." All this and 
more the members and personnel of the 
War Refugee Board must be made to 
understand and appreciate. The spirit
ual values of Palestine as a haven cannot 
be underestimated. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment to the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York. 

· The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. CRAWFORD: 

After the word "supplies", lJlsert the word 
"produced." 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, I accept 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Michigan to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York, which 
the gentleman from New York accepts. 

The amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. ~ 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Michigan is recognized for 5 min
utes. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I 
wish to speak now in favor of the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FisH] as it has been 
amended. This amendment would pro
vide that 90 percent of the $1,350,000,000 
would be spent for agricultural goods 
or other products produced within the 
United States. If I understood the gen
tleman from Ohio [Mr. VORYS], he made 
the statement a while ago to the effect 
that we are long on exchange and short 
on goods. 

If that is true, I wish the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr.· VoRYS] would explain 
to us why the gold stocks of the Treas
ury have declined about three-quarters 
of a billion, say, in the last 12 months 
if it was not because we were unable to 
supply offsetting exchange. 

I think it is evident to anybody who 
wants to think for 2% minutes, that we 
are not long on foreign exchange today. 
We are buying the goods of the non
warring world. As an illustration, the 
other day we purchased 4,000,000 tons 
of the 1944 crop of sugar from Cuba. 
We are purchasing agricultural and pas
toral products in Cuba and other Latin
American countries by millions of tons 
in our effort to keep their economy bal
anced. What we are going to do with 
these agricultural goods that we are pil.;. 
ing up, I do not know, unless we use 
them in this country, and take our goods 
to send away as exports so as to make 
an opening for the imports here in the 
United States. 

I cannot figure out what you are going 
to do with American agriculture in the 
post-war period with all the reserve 
stocks of imported goods plus our in
creased production. So, I favor the Fish 
amendment~ If we could get the Fish 
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amendment incorporated in this bill I 
could support the bill. But otherwise, I 
do not now see how I could support it. 

Another point is this: Take the hun
dreds of millions of pounds of wool that 
we have stacked up in this country, which 
we have purchased from other countries. 
What are you going to do with that wool 
unless we ship our wool out to take care 
of this situation by making room for the 
imported wool? You have from forty to 
sixty billion dollars' worth of surplus war 
material which you will have to deal with 
at the end of this war. There will prob
ably be in that inventory two or three 
billion dollars worth of foodstuffs prQ
duced in this country. What are you go
ing to do with those stocks of foodstuffs? 
Give it away in addition to this $1 ,350,-
000,000 or will part of that money-the 
$1,350,000,000-be used to purchase from 
the Treasury Department, or some other 
department, some of that war reserve 
foodstuff produced in this country, and 
send it away? Just what are you going to 
do with the enormous local and foreign 
stocks of foodstuffs we are building up 
as reserve supplies along with our post
war excess production? 

Here is the State Department putting 
on a program every Saturday night, sell
ing ideas to the people of this coun
try. To my amazement, this last Sat
w·day night, they proposed to the 
people of this country that we are un
willing to accept payment for the goods 
and cr-edits which we extend to other 
countries, the State Department there
by building up an argument to reduce 
tariffs, and thus tear down the protec
tion for American l!:tbor and agricul
ture. But now, unless you adopt the 
Fish amendment, you even go so far as 
to say that you cannot, through U. N. 
R. R. A., give away your own goods; 
that you have got to furnish the money 
to buy the goods from some other coun
try, so that you can give that away in
stead of giving away your own goods. 
Have we reached the point where it is 
utterly impossible for us to think in 
terms of the interests of the people of 
the United States? I think it is time for 
us to ask questions like that. People in 
my district are asking me questions like 
that. Yesterday afternoon I had the 
pleasure of spend,ing most of the after
;noon with six or seven members of the 
armed forces of this country, men and 
women. I wish you could have heard 
some of the questions they asked me 
about what they called the silly things 
that Congress is doing. This bill in its 
present form is one of them. I can men
tion one or two others that we will have 
to deal with in a few days. 

So, I am ready to vote now emphati
cally, on a roll call, or otherwise, to sup
port the Fish amendment, so that we 
can in some way control how some of this 
money .embraced in the $1,350,000,000 is 
to be spent. When we can spend it for 
some of the goods which our increased 
labor supply and our increased mechani
cal equipment, and increased application 
of fertilizer applied to our farms, so as to 
give our people some jobs in the post
war period-if we can use some of that 
money for that purpose, what sin is there 
in doing that? 

Mr. Chairman, the proponents of this 
bill and the bill itself-considering the 
manner in which it has been presented 
together with its wording and general 
background-to me present an enigma. 
I simply refer to the debate of the mem
bers of the committee and the amend
ments which they are offering and the 
remarks they are making about the bill 
on and off the floor. Just why all the 
obscurity and ambiguousness in the bill, · 
the hearings, and the debate. Look at 
the appendix in the hearings and read 
the background and give a simple ex
planation if you can. Just what part is 
this so-called relief plan to play in post
war international power politics? When 
we authorize a post-war one and one
third billion dollars to be spent and all 
in advance we should know what we are 
doing. Some members of the committee 
want to materially alter the bill; others 
want to recommit it; others seem doubt
ful about this great experiment we are 
about to launch. If we had the money 
with which to pay the bill that would be 
so different to our present situation. It 
is almost impossible for me to accept the 
bill as anything less than a part of the 
general over-all power politics approach 
in which we have become so deeply in
volved and on this question I should like 
to submit for the RECORD this interesting 
statement by Mr. A. K. Chesterton of 
London, England, and taken from the 
Liberal Advocate, this observation being 
pere submitted for reference only and to 
show what the other fellow is thinking 
and saying. A lot of bold promises are 
being made these days but some time we 
shall have to face the ways and means of 
financing all these promises. When that 
day arrives, our young people will have 
something to say about the matter as 
they will then have more years on their 
shoulders and my guess is that they will 
dis~pprove many of the promises the 
Congress and the administration have 
approved. 

TWO KINDS OF POWER POLITICS 

(By A. K. Chesterton) 
President Roosevelt's statement that after 

the war small nations shall enjoy equ.ality 
with large nations, and be left free from out
side interference subject to their good be
havior, has doubtless warmed the hearts 
of all those charming people in this country 
who believe that the world is governed by 
lofty phrases. 

Mexico, some South American republics, 
and even states much farther afield, how
ever, will have heard the pronouncement 
with considerable skepticism. They know 
from their own experience that "good be
havior" on their part is not taken to mean 
that Ecuador, let us say, will obligingly re
frain from launching upon an invasion of 
the United States. They know that in the 
ruthless school of world affairs exemplary 
conduct consists in small nations-and, 
for that matter, nations not so small
spurning to hold any too dogmatic ideas on 
such matters as oil, or gold, or on the ac
ceptance or repayment of international debt. 

President Roosevelt must know this as well 
as anybody, just as he must know that 1f 
he were to make that knowledge public, or 

. take a single step toward smashing the 
dictatorship exercised by expert capitalism, 
his job would be placed in the direct jeop
ardy. And not only his job, if the fate of 
more than one American President may be 
taken as a precedent. · 

Power politics in the international field 
are of two main kinds: the open and brutal 
aggression of Hitler and his armies, and the 
hidden and more subtle direction of affairs 
by the power of money. Hitler can and must 
and shall be smashed by force of arms, but 
who ·is to smash th~ other and more in
sidious foe? 

President Roosevelt must answer this ques
tion before his guaranty to the smaller na
tions can amount to anything more than 
pious moonshine. 

And, like unto Baldwin, President Roose
velt's lips are sealed. 

It stands to reason that, so long as finan
cial interests dominate the international po
sition within the great nations, they will re
tain the power to cross national frontiers 
and control the internal position within the 
smaller nations. It is they who are the 
assessors of good behavior and it is they, 
in the last resort, who call upon the gov
ernments of the great n.ations they control 
through usury to apply the stick. 

The remedy? There can be, at any rate at 
the start, no remedy on international lines, 
since the representatives of the nations 
which had not first put down financial brig
andage at home would be the brigands 
themselves, through their nominees. The 
present vicious circle would be perpetuated. 
What is required, therefore, is for national 
governments to control their own finances-a 
step impossible to take until they have first 
cut adrift from· the international financial 
system which, in turn, cannot be achieved 
until they have reduced international trade 
to a quid pro quo trade in genuine surpluses, 
after maximal national production has, as 
far as possible, met the requirements of max
imal national demand. 

When that has been done, and only when 
that has been done-! it will be possible for 
nations both large and small to consider 
themselves, without undue self-flattery, to 
be in effective control of their own destinies. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. ' 

Mr. Chairman, I think I can say I have 
·the interest of the United States at heart 
just as deeply as the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CRAWFORD], 

The proposal is that the Congress shall 
say that of all the money authorized 
under this resolution, 90 percent must 
be expended in the purchase of goods 
produced in the United States. I am 
wondering if that will always be in our 
interest. I have grave doubts about it. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield. 
Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Under the 

amendment the gentleman just put in 
we could not even dispose of this sur
plus which has been imported into this 
country. ' 

Mr. WADSWORTH. And already paid 
for under other appropriations. It 
would tie them up and make them 
ineligible. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. May I finish, 
please? I only have a short time. 

Now, the gentleman from Michigan ' 
referred to wool. It may be that we 
have a surplus of wool. But how about 
poultry products? Poultry 'products 
may very possibly be one of the elements 
in our contribution. Under this amend
ment we must spend 90 percent of our 
poultry purchases out of this fund. 
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· Take dairy products. Will anyone 
deny that today there is a scarcity of 
milk or butter? 

I think we would better go pretty slow 
before we run the risk of imposing con
tinued rationing on the people of the 
United States by a mamiatory provision 
saying "you must spend 90 percent of all 
your money in the purchase of our sup
plies." It is a pretty difficult thing. Now, 
as a matter of fact, as this thing is set 
up, U.N. R. R. A. makes its request. It 
goes to the Ccmmittee on Appropria
tions. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions sends for W. F. A. and for W. P. B. 
and examines those and other govern
mental agencies as to what they have to 
say as to the available supplies of this 
or that or the other article in the United 
States. It might turn out that they are 
asking too much 'of us in one item, or two 
items, or five items. The Committee on 
Appropriations will go into that. If our 
governmental agencies and our Com
mittee on Appropriations take note of 
that and find that the request in certain 
directions is· too extreme, too great a 
strain on our resources and hurts our 

. own people, then U.N. R. R. A. must ask 
Canada to come in and take part of it, 
or Australia, or Brazil. We are masters 
of this thing from the beginning to the 
end. But if you put in a rigid amend
ment like this we are not the masters. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Cha~rman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment and all amendments 
thereto close in 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr . . AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 

Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield. 
Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. ,Crow- . 

ley admitted in the hearings that the 
United States has no veto on the power 
of U. N. R. R. A. to levy on .American 
supplies. He answered the question 
asked by the gentlewoman from Ohio 
[Mrs. BOLTON]. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I thank 
the gentlewoman from Illinois for her 
contribution. 

When we analyze this legislation to 
see where U.N. R. R. A. is going to get 
its supplies, we must necessarily look 
over the whole world, an-d we find there 
are a few limited countries that have 
surplus food products. 

The main supplier is the United States. 
The second one is Canada, on a limited 
number of grains. The third one is 
Australia, and New Zealand may have 
a little essential food to supply the rest 
of the world. · Possibly Brazil, with 
some native-grown products. Argen
tina is not in among the 44 United 
Nations, so apparently nothing will be 
secured from Argentina. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. But purchases 
may be made in Argentina. · 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I note 
that the State Department is about to 
put sanctions on Argentina, or they are 
threatening sanctions, so I doubt very 

much if any of this money will be spent 
in Argentina. 

So the main supply will come from 
the United States. The percentage 
advocated by the g'entleman from New 
York, 90, to be ·spent here in this 
country may be too high; I do not 
know, but I think since we are appropri
ating most of the money and since we are 
supposed to supply a large percentage of 
the products as well, a large percentage 
of the money should be spent in this 
country with the American people. I am 
therefore supporting the gentleman's 
amendment. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. The gentleman 

comes from one of the greatest butter 
States in the Union. How much butter 
is in storage at the present time? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Ap
proximately 235,000,000 pounds, accord
ing to the best figures we can get hold of. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Suppose the war 
should stop within 90 or 120 days; what 
would happen to the butter price? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. It would 
probably be cut in two.· The bottom 
would drop out of it because of the sur
plus. 

. Mr. CRAWFORD. What would hap
pen to labor, the manufacturers of me
chani'cal equipment and employees gen
erally engaged in connection with the 
production of these products if there is 
not an export market for the agricultural 
surplus? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Unless 
it could be absorbed by the home market 
we would pile up such tremendous sur
pluses in the United States that it would 
break the market. I want to say tnis; 
that the people from the cotton areas of 
the country should be interested in this 
amendment because cotton has now gone 
on a domestic basis and when the war 
stops, unless there is some outlet for relief 
purposes for the cotton produced in this 
country, we shall be left here with possi
bly fifteen to twenty or thirty million 
bales of cotton. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. No; I 
· have only 5 minutes. 

· Mr. Chairman, I am supporting this 
resolution with the hope that it will be 
distributed for relief purposes among the 
needy peoples of the world, especially in 
those countries that are being retaken 
from the Central Powers. I do not an
ticipate that one single group of people 
are going to have the benefit of all of this 
relief. I think all races, creeds, and na
tionalities should share. alike, whether 
they be Jew, Gentile, Protestant, or Cath
olic, in the relief dispensed by U. N. 
R. R. A. !So, having in mind that we are 
to help these needy peoples and doing 
our good Christian duty, I am supporting 
the resolution on that theory. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? · · 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I am 
sorry; I cannot. As I have said, this is 
to be for these people irrespective of race 
or religion. No one particular group is 

going to be singled out for relief that is 
dispensed by U.N. R. R. A. 

The American people have always been 
generous in giving aid to people in need 
in all l?arts of the world. I believe that 
most Americans want us to do our full 
share in providing temporary relief for 
the starving people of enemy occupied 
countries, as these countries are recov
ered from our enemies. But, in making 
·commitments to other countries, we must 
not overlook our primary obligation to 
first consider the welfare of American 
'citizens. 

I would prefer to have the funds au
thorized for relief, in this resolution, 
spent through the Red Cross or some 
other American agency. U.N. R. R. A. 
is a political international organization 
clothed with tremen,dous power; subject 
to power politics and domination by 
larger nations and by power groups with
in the respective countries wherein re
lief is to be given. Those who dispense 
the relief food and other necessities un
der U. N. R. R. A. are in a position to 
force hungry and sick people to submit 
to their will in order to secure aid. 
Power politics can only lead to another 
war, and should have no place in a relief 
picture. 

In supporting this authorization for re
lief of destitute people in occupied coun
tries, I want it clearly unde:J;'stood that I 
am unalterably opposed to setting up a 
world.:.wide W. P. A. · The relief provided 
should be given to all destitute persons, 
irrespective of creed, color, or race. All 
requests for funds by U.N. R. R. A. must 
be scrutinized by the Appropriations 
Committees of Congress before approved, 
and none of the funds provided are to be 
used against the interests of the people 
of the United States, our form of gov
ernment, or standard of living. 

I am supporting this authorization 
purely on the basis of providing tempo
rary relief for destitute people in coun
tries occupied by our enemies. When 
other world-wide legislative proposals 
are submitted to Congress, I will consider 
each one on the basis of what is best for 
the interests of- the American people. 
Such a yardstick will be my test for sup
port or opposition to every proposal. 
With me the future welfare of the 
American people will always come first. 

The CHAIRMAN. All time has ex
pired. 

The question is on the amendment of• 
fered by the gentleman from New York, 
as amended by the gentleman from 
Michigan. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, I ask. 
unanimous consent that the amendment 
may again be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. . Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk reg,d as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. FisH as amend

ed by the amendment offered by Mr. CRAW

FORD: On page 1, line 5, after the figures 
"$1,350,000,000 in the aggregate" insert "of 
which 90 percent shall be spent for the pur
chase of farm products and ot her supplies 
produced in the United States." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the a~endment. 
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The :}Uestion was taken; and on a di· 

vision (demanded by Mr. FisH) there 
were-ayes 60, noes 83. · 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair 
appointed as tellers Mr. EISH and Mr. 
BLOOM. 

The Committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported that there were-ayes 
78, noes 135. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Chairman, I offer an amendment, which 
I have at the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mrs. RoGERS of Mas

sachusetts: Strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: "Tha·t there is hereby au
thorized to be appropriated from time to 
time such sums as Congress may determine 
to be necessary, to the Army and Navy, for 
use of military governments establish!'ld in 
occupied countries for the adequate conduct 
of relief and rehabilitation and related neces
sary activities. A complete record shall be 
maintained by each military government of 
all expenditures and submitted to Congress 
in semiannual reports of the Army and Navy, 
whichever the case may be." 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 5 additiona.l minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts [Mr.s. RoGERS]? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Chairman, for quite a long time now I 
have enjoyed the honor of associating 
and working with many Members of this 
House. In committee and on the floor 
our activities have penetrated many 
problems-large problems which have 
faced the country. · Many times we have 
stood together. Sometimes we have dis
agreed. During this time we have be· 

·come acquainted with the fundamental 
views of one another: our ideas regard· 
ing government; our respect and loyalty 
for the Constitution; our philosophy of 
life and freedom. It is a long path we 
have traveled. As I stand here today, at 
·this milestone along the road of our coun
try's destiny, I want all of you to know 
the feeling in my heart. There is no 
group of men and women anywhere in 

·the world for whom I have greater admi
ration, -and greater · respect. Over and 
over agai-n you have shown your faith, 
loyalty, and love for your country. Again 
and again you have shown your Ameri
canism. Your judgment and decisions 
always have been made on the basis of 
what is best for the country. Disagree
ment and debate over the best road for 
the Nation to follow is most beneficial to 
the country. It is the American way 
and America always gains by this pro
cedure. Diversity of view is helpful in 
a free country. There is no injustice or 
dishonor in disagreement which is di· 
rected toward finding a wise road for our 
country during these dangerous, tragic 
days. 

Here today, however, there is no dis
agreement among the Members regard· 
ing the necessity and desirability of 
relief for the people who have been 
stricken and left helpless through the 
operation of war. There is very little 

disagreement among our people through
out the Nation regarding the question 
of relief. It is the natural impulse and 
desire of every good. American citizen to 
see that every wort_hy, hungry human 
being is fed and adequately clothed. We 
are willing to go even further, to any 
reasonable extent, to aid any such indi
vidual to help himself, reconstruct his 
a:pproach to the problems of earning a 
livelihood, and maintaining himself and 
those who are dependent upon him. 
The call of the hungry and distressed 
touches the heartstrings of all our people 
throughout this Christian land. Our 
people not only want to respond and 
are willing to respond but demand that 
we respond. The Christian legions of 
the American people never have turned 
their backs to the needs and suffering 
of others, regardless who they are or 
where they may be. The Armenian 
massacre and the Japanese earthquake 
stand out in the near background. The 
question facing us here today, however, 
is not whether or not we shall respond 
to these demands of humanity, in all 
parts of the world, but rather is solely 
the question of what machinery we will 
use and what methods we will employ to 

. render the most effective and efficient 
relief service. This question of method 
is most serious-yes; perhaps more seri
ous than most of us realize. The method 
of administration a·nd distribution of re
lief is the issue on which there is justi
fication for disagreement regarding this 
proposed legislation. There are millions 
of Americans concerned with the method 
rather than the fact of·relief. 

It is tQeir money that is to be used. It 
is their taxes which are to be increased 
to finance relief. It is the American 
. people who will provide the money and 
goods for relief. Do not be mistaken 
about this fact. The parliament or 
legislature of no other country has ap
propriated . any funds either for direct 
relief, or for relief by U. N. R. R. A. 
The American people, therefore, are tre
mendously concerned about the super
vision of these funds. They want to 
know who it is that is actually and really 
'trusted with the administration and su
pervision of relief throughout the en
tire project, all the way down the line 
to the persons actually making the dis-· 
tribution. They want to know how 
these funds are to be utilized. They 
want to know where and from whom 
goods are purchased and the 'prices paid. 
They do not want any millionaires made 
out of relief paid for with American 
dollars. They want to feel certain that 

· those really in need are adequately cared 
for. They do not want any partiality 
shown any group because of race, color, 
or creed. Certainly every Member of 
this House must have the interest and 
benefit of the American people in their 
hearts, and controlling their · views and 
action. There is no greater responsi
bility than our responsibility to the 
American people. We are their repre
sentatives, their servants in the func
tioning of their Government. 

It should be borne in mind that the 
method-the machinery set up in this 
proposed legislation-takes the whole 
question of the participation and opera-

tion of our country's relief objectives 
completely out of the direct control of 
this Government. As soon as the mem
bership here appropriates the billion or 
billions requested as America's share, 
according to this legislation-and we 
do· not know l:!ow many billions it will 
be-our Government will cease to have 
even a scintilla of authority over its use. 
The institution set up to have control 
is U.N. R. R. A., an international organ
ization, presumably representing the 
various United Nations in handling of 
.relief. The administrative decisions 
made will be the decisions of this inter
national body and not the decisions of 
this Government. This international 
body completely divorces the admin
istration of relief from military opera
tions, while at the same time it has the 
authority to step right into the midst of 
important and yital military activities. 

As an international body, and presum
ably the agency of all of the United 
Nations concerned, it can approach its 
task in the war zone with such apparent 
authority that it is reasonable to expect 
dangerous and embarrassing clashes with 
the military administration inevitably 
will result. 

It has been stated that ample and ex
tensive hearings were held by the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs regarding 
this proposed international plan. The 
report of the distinguished chairman of 
committee accompanying House Joint 
Resolution 192, on page 3, at the bottom 
of the page. states the following witnesses 
were heard by the committee in favor of 
the resolution. Dean Acheson, Assistant 
·Secretary of State, Francis Bowes Sayre, 
Assistant to the Secretary of State, both 
identified with U.N. R. R. A.; Hon. Leo 
T. Crowley, Administrator of the For
eign Economic Administration; and Os-

·car S. Cox, the general counsel of the 
Foreign Economic Administration. The 
Honorable Herbert H. Lehman, Director 
General of U. N. R. R. A., was invited by 
the committee to discuss purposes and 
policies. All of these five distinguished 
gentlemen are personally identified and 
associated with U.N. R. R. A. One gen
tleman appeared in opposition, our dis
tinguished colleague from Ohio, Repre~ 
sentative SMITH. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Representative DEWEY] ably 
presented his own plan. There were no 
no other officially called witnesses. In 
view of the effect this legislation might 
have on military plans and operations, 
certainly the Members of the Congress 
should have the views of General Mar
shall, Admiral King, General Vande· 
grift, and any other military specialists 
designated by these men. Suppose Gen
eral Marshall were of the opinion this 
legislation might interfere with the ac
tivities of military government and civil 
affairs. Would you still vote for it? 
Suppose Admiral King considered the 
legislation from an operational view
point and was of the opinion it greatly 
duplicated military plans regarding re
lief in occupied areas already in opera
tion. Would you still vote for it? Sup
pose General Vandegrift should be of 
the opinion that the administration of 
relief involved important military fac .. 
tors, and therefore should be s,dminis-
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tered by military authority. Would you 
still vote for it? 

Suppose General MacArthur should 
hold the view that no international au
thority should be set up at this time, hav
ing authority to act without consulting 
the military and civil affairs government, 
under his authority and responsible to 
him. Would you still vote for this legis
lation? Suppose General Eisenhower 
should state that he was opposed to any 
action at this time that would interfere 
with military government plans for relief. 
Would you still vote for this resolution? 
Suppose General Clark desired to ad
minister all relief in the countries oc
cupied by his army and responsible to 
his command. Would you still vote for 
this resolution? Suppose General Still
well, for many reasons, desired certain 
authority over the relief function-or 
suppose General Montgomery stated he 
would control relief distribution in areas 
under his command. Would you still 
vote for this legislation? 

Has the Secretary of War, the Secre
tary of the Navy, or the military authori
ties in Great Britain, Russia, and China 
expressed their views about this method 
of administering relief by an interna
tional body having no responsibility to . 

. them? None of these officers or officials, 
having the enormous responsibility of 
winning this war, has expressed any 
opinion regarding this legislation. 
Would not you as Members of Congress, 
however, like to know their views? If 
they considered this resolution untimely 
now, certainly most of the membership 
would support them by voting against 
or postponing action at this time. If 
they approved, certainly every Member 
here would vote for this resolution. Per
haps they would consider it "superduper" 
and unnecessary. Before making such 
an important decision, would not it be 
wise to know the views of the military 
men, who know all of the ramifications 
of the problem? 

The establishing of relief functions 
under the complete control and authority 
of the international body of U.N. R. R. A. 
clearly ignores the function of relief ac
tivities, in connection with other vital 
military operations and responsibilities. 
U. N. R. R. A. duplicates and interferes 
witn the relief plans of the United States 
Army and Navy. These plans already 
are in operation. An examination of the 
scope of U.N. R. R. A. operations as de
fined in the agreement, and a careful 
reading of the United States Army and 
Navy Manual of Military Government 
and Civil Affairs, precisely discloses this 
duplication and interference. The 
agreement defines the scope of U. N. R. 
R. A. as-

Being determined that immediately upon 
the liberation of any area by the armed forcea 
of the United Nations or as a consequence of 
retreat of the enemy the population thereof 
shall receive aid and relief from their suffer
ings, food, clothing and shelter, aid in the 
prevention of pestilence and in the recovery 
of the health of the people, and that prepara
tion and arrangements shall be made for the 
return of prisoners and exiles to their homes 
and tor ausistance in the resumption of 
urgently m ~ded agricultural and industrial 
production t.nd the restoration of essential 
services. 

In other words, as soon as any area is 
occupied by Allied armies, U. N. R. R. A. 
can begin operations. U.N. R. R. A. even 
has the authority to return prisoners and 
exiles---certainly a completely military 
funct ion. In article 1 of the agreement, 
U. N. R. R. A. is directed-

To plan, coordinate, administer, or arrange 
for the administration of measures for the 
relief of victims of war in any area under 
the control of any of the United Nations 
through the provision of food, fuel, clothing, 
shelter and other basic necessities, medical 
and other essential services; and to facilitate 
in such areas, so far as necessary to the 
adequate provision of relief, the production 
and transportation of these articles and the 
furnishing of these services. 

Notice this article of the agreement 
states, "any area under the control of 
any of the United Nations." Also notice 
it states food, fuel, clothing, shelter, med
ical services, and their production and 
transportation. Now let us turn to the 
United States Army and Navy Manual of 
Military Government and Civil Affairs. 
On ·page 11, in paragraph k, is found the 
following: 

The baSic economic policy of United States 
military government is twofold: First, to 
revive economic life and stimulate produc
tion in order to reduce to a minimum the 
needs of the area for United States and Allied 
assistance and to develop the area as a source 
of supply for further operations, and second, 
to use available goods and services as etn
ciently as possible for the satisfaction of mili
tary and civilian needs. Corollaries of thiS 
basic policy include the following: 

An equitable distribution of necessities, 
such as food, fuel, medicine, and clothing, 
should ·be instituted as quickly as possible. 
To this end it will be necessary to reestablish 
to some degree at least, public utilities, trans
portation, communications, and trade. It 
will often be necessary to enforce controls, 
which may or may not be the same as those 
in effect before occupation, over various a.s
pects of economic life, including prices; over 
marketing by rationing, by measures to bring 
hoarded goods out of hiding, and by sup
pression of black markets; over imports and 
exports; over money and banking. 

Here under the Army-Navy plan your 
attention is again directed to food, fuel, 
medicine, clothing, necessities, and their 
production and transportation, as _well 
as adequate control over other related 
factors. 

The military government has author
ity to take steps to put into immediate 
effect plans for the rehabilitation of 
production; the development of agricul
ture; the protection of health; the re
spect for religious customs and organi
zations; establishment of freedom of 
speech and press; the abolition of dis
criminatory laws relating to race, color, 
creed, or political opinions. The mili
tary government cannot show any par
tiality toward any group of persons or 
any p·articular race. It is obliged to treat 
all of the people on the same basis. 

There is no limit to the time of occu
pation and administration of the mili
tary government. It may remain in 
operation as long as conditions require. 
It is responsible, not to an international 
body of carefully selected persons such 
a.:: is U. N. R. R. A.; it is responsible to 
Genel'al Marshall and Admiral King. 
They are highly competent ofticers of the 
United States---competent, indeed, to 

delegate to highly trained American offi
cers of military government the admin
istration and supervision of relief in 
occupied areas. 

It is clearly evident from this com
parison that there is a complete dupli
cation by U. N. R. R. A. of plans and 
activities of the United States Army and 
Navy already in operation. The Army 
and Navy have worked out a definite and 
concrete plan for the care of relief and 
all of the related problems. This plan 
constitutes a carefully integrated part of 
military operations. · Why is there any 
need for placing this "superduper" inter
national group in authority over them 
and interfering with their plans and 
activities? 

The establishment of U: N. R. R. A. 
authority over relief will interfere trag
ically with the operation of relief ma
chinery already set up by the Army and 
the Navy. A divided command is no 
command. A divided authority is no au
thority. A divided administration is in
efficient, resulting in no administration. 
Certainly no Member of this House would 
intentionally vote for legislation at this 
time that would not only be embarrassing 
to our military commands, but would 
cause them to greatly change plans, long 
developed and in operation. In view of 
these facts I submit to you that the 
U. N. R. R. A. legislation is most untimely 
now. 

To make certain the reality of relief I 
offer two alternatives: 

First. The acceptance of .this amend
ment by this House and thereby stand by 
the Army and Navy, by authorizing tqe 
appropriation of the necessary funds to 
adequately finance rei:ef and related 
problems through the United States mil
itary government. 

That there is hereby authorized to be ap
propriated from time to timE~~ such sums as 
Congre~s may determine to be necessary, to 
the Army and Navy, for use of military gov
ernments established in occupied countries 
for the adequate conduct of relief and re
habilltation and related necessary activities. 
A complete r~cord shall be maintained by 
each military government of all expenditures 
and submitted to Congress 1n semi-annual 
reports of the Army and Navy, whichever 
the case may be. 

Second. If the membership fails to 
support this amendment, the House is 
obligated, not only to the Army and Navy 
but to the American people, to recommit 
this resolution to the Committee on For
eign Affairs for further consideration. 
This action would provide the time for 
the officers in command of the Army and 
Navy, or such officers they might desig
nate, to appear and express their views 
to the committee regarding the adminis
tration of relief and regardipg t~ reso
lution. This Congress cannot afford to 
gamble the destiny of this Nation by any 
action which interferes with the military 
plans of officers and men shouldering the 
weighty responsibility of winning this 
war. Their views must be known for the 
benefit of this Congress regarding this 
legislation and for 'the benefit of the 
American people. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentlewoman from Maszachusetts has 
expired. 
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Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 10 additional minutes. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Reserv
ing the right to object, Mr. Chairman, 

, we have a number of other amendments 
to consider and we have spent quite a bit 
of time on amendments heretofore. I 
hope the gentlewoman will not insist 
upon asking for additional time. 

Mr. FORD. I object, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 

Chairman, may I inquire if further de
bate is desired on this amendment? If 
we could, I should like to dispose of this 
amendment. Does anyone else want to 
speak on this amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. No one is on his 
feet seeking· recognition. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment 
would have been subject to a point of 
order, but we did not see proper to make 
it because we wanted the matter pre
sented to the Committee. 

The purpose of the joint resolution is 
to enable the United States to partici
pate in the work of the United Nations 
Relief and Rehabilitation organization. 
The amendment offered by the distin
guished gentlewoman from Massachu
setts [Mrs. RoGERS] eliminates any par
ticipation whatever in this organization 
and simply authorizes an appropriation 
to be made to the War and Navy Depart
ments to administer relief in these 
stricken areas. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I yield 
to the gentlewoman from Massachusetts. 

· Mrs. ROOERS of Massachusetts. It 
does not seem to me that the matter is 
not germane. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I did 
not make the point of order, I am merely 
calling attention to it. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. -We 
certainly can appropriate our own money 

· to be spent in any way we wish. 
Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. This 

resolution was brought up for one pur
pose and that only, to authorize par
ticipation in this organization, whereas 
the amendment takes us away from that 
entirely and simply authorizes an ap
propriation for the War and Navy De
partments. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. · My 
understanding is that it is primarily for 
relief. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I am not 
going to argue that. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
feel that my amendment would bring 

· the relief tQ the people. The Army and 
Navy today are operating in the war 
zones very satisfactorily. They are ab

. solutely fair in their administration of it. 
Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I under-

- stand the position of the distinguished 
gentlewoman. This is the situation. 
The War and Navy D2partments c::-.nnot 
carry on this relief when hostilities cease 
and when these countries are evacuated. 
They are doing it now while it is being 

. carried on in a military way, but they 
do not want and th~y state that they 

would not want to do this work. It has 
to be done immediately after the mili
tary authorities evacuate this territory. 
U. N. R. R. A. will not operate in any 
of those countries until the military au
thorities invite them to come in and 
say, "We are ready to turn it over now." 
It would be entirely impractical, Mr. 
Chairman, to do it as suggested in the 
amendment and I trust that the amend
ment will be defeated. 

Mr. FOLGER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I yield to 
the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. FOLGER. Is it not provided in 
this joint resolution that immediately 
upon taking office they shall in con
junction with the military and other ap
propriate authorities take the necessary 
action? 

Mr. LUTHER A: JOHNSON. That is 
true. They will cooperate with the mili
tary authorities and they will not come 
in until the military authorities invite 
them in. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
woman from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

I offer an amendment. This amend
ment is in two parts. Although the 
second part of it is an amendment to 
the second section of the bill, I ask 
unanimous consent that both parts may 
be read at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. VoRYS of Ohio: 
On page 1, line 4, strike out the word 

"President" and insert "Department of 
State." 

On page 14, line 25, insert, after the word 
"expended", the words "by the Department of 
State." 

On page 15, line 1, strike out the word 
"President" and insert "Department of 
State." 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment would provide for han
dling the appropriations for U.N. R. R. A. 
through the State Department. I believe 
I have demonstrated that I am a friend 
of U. N. R. R. A. I want it to succeed. 
I want the contributions of the United 
States controlled by some statutory 
agency. The United States member of 
the U.N. R. R. A. council is an Assistant 
Secretary of State. I want him respon
sible to Congress as to whether U. N. R. 
R. A. is living up to its obligations and I 
want him responsible for carrying out 
any obligations to U. N. R. R. A. which 
the Congress undertakes. 

In the State Department appropria
tion for this current .year are the appro
priations for 26 different international 
bodies to which we already belong, in
cluding the Pan American Union, Inter
national Trade-Mark Bureau, Interna
tional Labor Office, and various inter
national commissions. It is the job of 
the State Department to see whether 
these bodies are performing their obli
gations under the various agreements 
and then to see that we perform ours. 

The State Department should have 
this job for us under the U.N. R. R. A. 
agreement. 

The big objections to this come from 
the State Department. Mr. Hull does 
not want the assignment because he 
does not want a big, new, administrative 
job. There are three good answers to 
these objections. First, this job is un
precedented in our Government, as well 
as the State Department. Someone will 
have to learn how to do it wisely. 
Second, if it is done wisely, it will not be 
a big administrative job. Every agency 
needed to screen and procure and co
orqinate the supplies we furnish is al
ready in existence and need not be dupli
cated. My third answer to Mr. Hull's 
objection is this: I am delighted to find 
in Washington an official who is not 
seeking to increase the size and the 
power of his department. That is a rea
son why I want the Department of State 
to have this job, and I feel confident that 
Secretary Hull will not refuse to perform 
any duties assigned him by law. 
. In the organization of the Department 
of State, announced a week ago, he has 
an Office of Economic Affairs. 

We want U.N. R. R. A. handled by an 
old-line statutory agency that will con
tinue in existence in the post-war period, 
not by a 4-months' old war baby which 
may be seeking a new line of activity to 
perpetuate itself into the peace period. 
F. E. A. is the successor of 0. E. W., which 
was the successor of B. E. W ., which 
caused the big fight between Vice Presi
dent WALLACE and Secretary Jones. 
F. E. A. also has lend-lease and 0. F. R. A. 
and a few other odds and ends and a staff 
of over 4,000. It is intended as a war 
agency. There has certainly been war 
in it, as well as outside it. If you study 
the report and the hearings, you will 
find that F. E. A. is not intended to have 
a thing to do with U.N. R. R. A., except 
to coordinate and correlate and expedite 
and generally "kibitz" and throw red tape 
around. U.N. R. R. A. goes to the com
bined boards for supplies. The United 
States represent.atives on these boards 
must give their consent. The procure
ment of the supplies is through War J;i'ood 
Administration, for food, War Produc
tion Board and Treasury Procurement. 
U. N. R. R. A.'s head offices will be in 
Washington. The Director General is 
an American. The administrative staff 
is largely taken over from 0. F. R. A. 
They know their way around Washing
ton. They do not need chaperones. If 
our existing American agencies decide 
that it is in the interest of America to 
let them have some supplies, they do not 

· need another new agency playing a little 
international politics with our supplies. 
All necessary double-checking can be 
done by the State Department, which is 

. already in this picture and which is by 
Executive order responsible for the poli
cies of F. E. A. If some of the F. E. A. 
staff are needed in the State Department 
for this new job, they can be transferred 
by Executive order. 

The President will, of course, have the 
controlling, Executive power, and re
sponsibility for our share in U.N. R. R. A . 
When Congress selects a statutory de
partment to perform an additional func-
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~ion of government, instead of voting a 
olank check to the President, this is no 
slight to the President. It is merely the 
regular way in which Congress should 
perform in making laws. There is 
enough responsibility to go around for 
both the Executive and the Congress in 
making U. N. R. R. A. work. Both the 
President and the Congress can unite 
in selecting the President!s Department 
of State to discharge the grave respon
sibilities placed upon it by the Executive 
and the Congress. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Yes. 
Mr. WRIGHT. The gentleman- is 

showing his appreciation of the forbear- · 
ance of the State Department by making 
them do this job, whether they want it 
or not. ' 

Mr. · VORYS of Ohio. That is correct. 
I am glad to find some bureaucrats who 
say they do not want a job. They are 
the ones I am looking for, and when the 
State Department has 26 different ap
propriations for international bodies to 
administer, I want them to do this job, 
even though they are modest in not 
claiming to be seeking it. ' 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. I believe that relief should 
be administered by the military authori
ties. They are doing a fine piece of work 
in various countries and territories to
day. They are respected, they are liked, 
and they are wanted. No person from 
the war zones testified before us, no one 
from the Army or the Navy, yet I was 
wondering how the House would feel if 
General Eisenhower were here to testify 
and stated he did not want U. N. R. R. A. 
to interfere with military relief and re
habilitation. Can you not see how diffi
cult it would be, if his men of the Army 
were administering relief, and U. N. R. 
R. A. came into the area and admin
istered another form of relief? U.N. R. 
R. A, holding the pw·se strings would 
have financial control and would create 
a dislike of tne Army that was trying to 
maintain fair and orderly procedure. It 
has been said on the :floor that the Army 
does not want to undertake further relief 
and rehabilitation. I suggest we should 
find out the plans and activities of the 
military government of the Army and 
Navy before passing this resolution. 

U. N. R. R. A. is a direct duplica
tion of what the Army is doing today 
under its military and civil governments 
in occupied countries. U. N. R. R. A. 
clearly ignores the function of relief ac
tivities in connection with other military 
operations and responsibility. 

U. N. R. R. A. duplicates and inter
feres with the plans f relief and reha
bilitation of the United States Army and 
Navy. such interference can _prove to 
be a very dangerous procedure. The mil
itary plans are already in operation. A 
careful reading of the United States 
Army and Navy Manual of Military Gov
ernment and Civil Affairs discloses this 
duplication and interference. 

The Army and Navy provided their of
fleers with highly competent special 
training in the laws and procedure of 
military government and civil affairs. 

These officers are extremely well trained 
for their assigned duties. Military gov
ernment may remain in occupied areas 
for several years. I wish to remind the 
House that this war has not yet been 
won. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, when we are paying our 
taxes this year, every one of our tax dol
lars is used for the purpose of giving 
away, to present and prospective friends 
abroad, American goods and services, in
cluding 9 percent of all the food produced 
in this vast country of ours. Practically 
all other Government expenditures for 
the prosecution of the war and for our 
elaborate administration at home is paid 
from borrowings which have brought our 
national debt to staggering heights. I 
wilf give you some figures compiled by 
the Library of Congress which will give 
you an idea of where we are going. The 
per capita public debt-and this includes 
the debt of the Federal Government 
only-the obligation resting on every one 
of us-man, woman, and child-a few 
months ago stood at $935, whereas the 
average Britisher carries only a load of 
$164. Our total debt, when these figures 
were compiled, stood at $143,000,000,000. 
Since then it has risen by twenty more 
billions. But compare this figure of 
$143,000,000,000 with the total debt of all 
our allies, which aggregates only $126,-
000,000,000. In other words, we in this 
country ca:(ry a much heavier burden 
than all our allies together, including 
Great Britain and Russia. It is not less 
revealing that the total debt of the Axis 
Powers was only $92,000,000,000-two
thirds only of what has been piled up on 
this patient, far too patient, generous, 
far too generous, Nation of ours. 

Now, I, for one, and I am sure that 
every one of the Members of the House 
agrees with me, do not want our foreign 
economic policy conducted in such a way 
that this country be bled white; be bank
rupted; be left in such an economic posi
tion at the end of this war, that it will be 
unable to recover; unable to compete on 
the world's markets with other nations, 
which we have helped to maintain, at our 
expense, a more favorable economic po
sition than ow· own. I deeply regret that 
those responsible for our economic for
eign policies have conducted the affairs 
of this country in such a way that when 
it happens to be revealed under what 
conditions our gifts are presented, and 
in which way they are· used, such infor
mation arouses deep and just resentment 
on the part of our people. 

I want to tell you about some of the 
schemes which are now under develop
ment in Washington to further expand 
our economic activities abroad. On Sep
tember 25 the President created an Of
fice of Foreign Economic Administration, 
headed by Mr. Leo Crowley. This new . 
Office is created to centralize the activi
ties formerly carried on by the Offices of 
Lend-Lease Administration under Har
ry Hopkins and latterly Edward H. Stet
tinius, foreign relief and rehabilita
tion operations under Herbert Leh
man, and Economic Warfare under 
Vice President HENRY WALLACE. At the 

same time, Governor Lehman was ap
pointed a special assistant to the Presi
dent in transition to the job as director 
of the proposed United Nations Relief 
and Rehabilitation Administration. At 
the same time, also, a number of gentle
men were appointed as heads of inter
departmental committees in the Office 
of Foreign Economic Coordination of the 
Department of State. The object of 
these committees is to provide assistance 
in the economic rehabilitation of the 
East Indies, of ·Malaya, of Belgium, of 
Luxemburg, of the Netherlands, of 
Scandinavia, and so forth. To complete 
this over-all picture of foreign economic 
engagements, all the Uni.ted Nations met 
on November 9 and signed the agreement 
for a United Nations Relief and Rehabili
tation Administration, incorporated in 
the bill before us. Unless we Members 
of this House watch carefully and reg
ister our opposition, this will develop into 
a "United States World W. P. A. Unlim
ited" with us footing all the bills. 

Many of us view with anxiety the tre
mendous problems this country is going to 
face when the war ends; when the 10,-
000,000 or more soldiers return; when the 
war plants close their doors, most of 
them forever, some of them to be re
converted to the production of civilian 
goods. We fear that we shall face prob
lems which will require the utmost in 
sacrifice on the part of every one of us 
to prevent a complete economic collapse. 
We all feel keenly that the men and 
women who left their homes, their jobs, 
their studies and education to spend 
years of their youth fighting in all parts 
of the globe and on the seven seas are 
entitled to all the help and assistance 
we can possibly give them. Even so, 
we shall never be able to compensate 
them for their sacrifices. 

This Nation has always been generous. 
We have always been happy to give a 
helping hand to people in distress with
out regard to nationality, race, or creed. 
However, at the end of a long war, that 
for years has taxed the resources of 
every paz:ticipant to the breaking point, 
there will be little difference between 
the victor and the vanquished as far as 
wealth is concerned. Every belligerent 
nation, victor and vanquished alike, will 
face a superhuman . task of rebuilding 
what has been so thoroughly devastated. 
I wish I could see how we may live up to 
our responsibilities right here at home, 
and I am sure I' cannot see how we shall 
be able to help all the other peoples put 
their countries in order, any more than 
I can see how they can help us, except 
that we may all exchange our goods and 
services under fair conditions, and there
by mutually benefit one another. But 
to do that we need no international po
litical administration, but enterprising 
and alert businessmen in the foreign 
field. When one studies the agreement, 
one cannot help wondering whether this 
proposed relief administration will not be 
operating under a false :flag. There is, 
a provision in this bill that no private 
relief organization shall be permitted to 
operate in any area where our interna
tional administration is active. In other 
words, such activities as are now under
taken by the Swedes to feed Norwegian 
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children; to receive starved Finnish chil
dren in their homes; to maintain asy
lums for war orphans in France and 
Belgium, may no longer be permitted. 
I fail to see the moral right of any indi
vidual, any organization, any govern
ment, to prevent individuals anywhere 
from exercising their right and obliga
tion to feed the hungry and to aid the 
destitute. If this project, which our 
Government is proposing, was truly 
philanthropic, every prospective recip
ient of help would, of course, be thank
ful and more than willing to cooperate. 
As a matter of fact, the attitude of the 
governments of the countries which cer
tainly need relief, such as the small Eu
ropean states under German occupation, 
is far from enthusiastic. It is frankly 
Teported that "some of them are to send 
delegates rather more in a spirit of ac
quiescence than enthusiasm," that "the 
Atlantic City talks to follow the signing 
of the agreement will be fated to go down 
in history as a painful memory among 
the small nations." I have quoted from 
a London cable to the New York Times 
of October 9. 

In days so serious as those we are liv
ing through, at times when only a small 
minority of the afflicted humanity can 
get even their daily bread, in a period of 
history when the great commandment 
of love your neighbor is more forceful 
than ever, I should hate to see the Gov
ernment of this country confuse philan
thropy with politics. As I see it, as many 
Americans see it, and as many foreigners 
see it, this proposed relief administration 
is nothing but an attempt to establish a 
new international administration on the 
pattern of the late League of Nations 
with new and appropriate ·provisions for 
establishing the four big powers as an 
economic supergovernment of the world 
under American direction. When such 
an organization is established in a lim
ited field of apparently benevolent ac
tivities, it will be so easy to expand its 
scope to deal with more and more prob
lems of the post-war world. I warn 
you now to be on your guar_d. Many 
interests are striving for power at our 
expense, and at the expense of an af
flicted humanity. It is time that we 
return to the simple duties and to the 
simple virtues. It is time to keep a 
watchful eye on those who, professing 
charity, promote selfish interests; it is 
time that we reject those who try to 
substitute power politics for true democ
racy. It is time that we revive the virtue 
of charity, realizing that charity begins 
at home. 

Mr. BLOOM. In answer to the point 
raised by the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. WooDRUFF] if the gentleman will 
refer to the selected documents of the 
first session of the U. N. R. R. A. Council 
at Atlantic City, I would like to read 
what it says with reference to 'the reso
lution relating to welfare services and 
voluntary relief agencies. I would like 
to say at this time that the gentleman 
referred to Sweden. Of course, Sweden 
does not come into this operation. It 
would not come in at any time, because 
it is not an occupied territory. The 
U. N. R. R. A. only calls for countries 
that have been occupied, such as Italy 

and France. Further answering the 
gentleman I would like to read from the 
selected documents. as follows: 

Resolved, The welfare service administered 
by or in cooperation with the Administra
tion shall be provided without discrimina
tion because of race, creed, or political belief. 

Now, this is the part I would like to 
have the gentleman understand: 

(2) That it shall be the policy of the Ad
ministration to enlist cooperation and .seek 
participation of appropriate foreign volunteer 
relief agencies to the' extent that they can be 
effectively utilized in relief activities for 
which they have special competence and 
resources, subject to the consent and :regula
tions of the Director General in accordance 
with article 4. 

I do not know whether that answers 
the gentleman in full or not, but I have 
been reading from the selected docu
ments of the Atlantic City Conference. 

Mr. ROWE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BLOOM. I yield. 
Mr. ROWE. Is there any power in 

the proposed organization to exclude 
anyone who may interest himself in 
private charity? -

Mr. BLOOM. No. 
Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLOOM. I yield. 

, Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. A good 
many people in this country have con
tributed funds for various countries 
now occupied and those funds are here 
in the United States becaus~ of inability 
to spend the money or to send things to 
those people. Now, is it my understand
ing that each individual organization 
which has raised this money will not be 
permitted to spend it unless they spend 
it through U. N. R. R. A.? 

Mr. BLOOM. I do not know, but I 
would like to answer that question in 
this way. U. N. R. R. A. is specifically 
set up so as not to allow one country or 
one people to control supplies going into 
any country. In other words, it is not 
just the country that has money that can 
get the supplies. Greece may not have 
anything, but she will get the same con
sideration that France or Holland or any 
other country gets which has the money. 
That is the principle and that is the ~ ob
jective of U. N. R. R. A. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Will 
the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. BLOOM. I yield. 
Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Then 

I understand that the people that have 
money are not getting anything from 
U.N. R. R. A.? 

Mr. BLOOM. Oh, no, no; your under
standing is wrong. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I 
would like to have it cleared up. 

Mr. BLOOM. The people that have 
the foreign exchange or the money, such 
as Holland or England or France, will 
have to pay for what they get up to the 
value of their dollar exchange until their 
resources have been exhausted. But the 
country that has no foreign exchange 
or any gold or anything to pay for it, 
will come in on the same proportionate 
share as the other countries will come 
in. Do I explain that? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The 
purpose of the fund is to put up the 
money to see that they can be on an 
equality basis with other countries that 
do have the money? 

Mr. BLOOM. Yes. 
Mr. MASON. Will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. BLOOM. I yield. 
Mr. MASON. How do you explain 

this statement on page 10 of the bill? 
Foreign voluntary relief agencies may not 

engage in activity in any area receiving re
lief from the Administration without the 
consent of and unless subject to the regula
tion of t~e Director General. 

Mr. BLOOM. It is just to keep it un
der the control of the Director General 
and prevent waste and duplication. As 
I said, there must be 'some control. 
There is no question about it. That is 
all it is there for. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise. in opposition to the 
pending amendment. 
. Mr . . Chairman, the pending amend

ment is the one.o:f!ered by the gentleman 
-from Ohio [Mr. VORYS] which changes 
the language of the resolution where the 
authorization is made for the appropria
tion to be made to the President of the 
United States and substitutes in lieu of 
''President" the words "Department of 
State." In other words, it leaves to the 
Department of State rather than to the 
President of the United States, the Exec
utive head, the appropriations to be 
made and expended in this country. 

Our committee gave very serious con
sideration to this proposal contained in 
the gentleman's amendment, but did not 
accept it. There are several reasons 
why the amendment should not be 
adopted, and I earnestly hope that it may 
be defeated. No one has a higher re
gard for the Department of State and 
its great Secretary, Cordell Hull, and 
Dean Acheson, Assistant Secretary of 
State, who is in charge of the Economic 
Division of the Department of State, than 
I; it ·is not because of feeling of un
friendliness for them or lack of admira
tion of the Department of State that I 
cannot support the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
VoRYS], but because I feel it would be a 
mistake to take it from the Executive 
·head of the Nation and delegate it to a 
subagency, especially in view of the fact 
that the Department of State does not 
want this power. The Department of 
State does not want the job. Secretary 
Hull advised our committee, and I think 
wisely so, that the Department of State 
is not an administrative agency and that 
he did not want it lodged there. The 
Depa1;tment of State is a policy-making 
·agency of the Government. It has no 
set-up within it to administer a fund of 
this kind. It has no organization of that 
'kind. The administration is a business 
task. It would be an innovation to turn 
it over to the Depart'ment of State for 
administration. Secretary Hull does not 
want it. Dean Acheson, his assistant, 
does not want it. Reasons were given 
which I think should be convincing, wh)' 
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it would be unwise to vest this power in 
that Department. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. LUTHER A JOHNSON. I yield. 
Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Does not the 

gentleman feel it would be within the 
spirit of recent events to draft a promi
nent Democrat, like Secretary Hull, for 
the job? Is not this the time when we 
draft unwilling people to serve? 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Yes. I 
would not be opposed to drafting anyone, 
especially the Secretary of State, Cordell 
Hull, for whom I have the highest admi
ration, but I believe when you draft any
body you ought to find out whether or 
not he qualifies for the job. Secretary 
Hull has a pretty big job and it is grow
ing bigger all the time. His Department 
has a great responsibility in dealing with 
problems growing out of this war with 
reference to our relation to other coun
tries. I think it would be not only unfair 
to him, but unfair to us to put this added 
burden on that Departptent . . 

Mr. FORD. Will the gentleman yield? 
-Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I yield. 
Mr. FORD: Would we not be creating 

an entirely new bureau, which my friend 
is opposed to? 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Well, I do 
not want to get into a debate about bu
reaucracy, because it is a question that 
always brings a lot of talk. I want to 
get the minds of Members down to the 
practical side of this question. It is a 
question of what is the best and wisest 
way to administer this fund. · 

The Department of State is simply one 
of the executive branches of the Govern
ment, and as was explained by other 
Members who have explained the opera
tion of this bill, I think the distinguished 
gentleman from New York [Mr. TABER] 
explained that the various agencies will 
go through them and it will clear through 
the Committee on Appropriations. The 
President of the United States is at the 
head of all those agencies, whereas the 
Secretary of State is only the head of 
those matters that pertain to our policy 
with reference to other countries. So it 
would not be practical. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Texas has expired. 

Mr. LUTHER A. J'JHNSON. May I 
have 2 additional minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I say 

then because the Department of State 
does not have the machinery with which 
to do it, because it would not be the log
ical way to handle it through that De
partment, rather than the President who 
has command of all these various agen
cies, and if the President can find some 
agency which is better equipped he will 
delegate this power to that agency, an
other power to another agency, and an
other power to still another agency, and 
we should have at the head of all those 
agencies the head of the Government, 
the President of the Unitea States. I 
do not like to oppose the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. VoRYS], because he has shown 
a fine spirit of cooperation on this im
portant measure. I think this is about 

the only time he has gone wrong on this 
bill, so far as I know. I think the gen
tleman's amendment, when you con
sider it in the light of its administra
tion, would be a mistake. I, therefore, 
sincerely hope the House will reject the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Texas has again ex
pired. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, one of the curses of our 
present situation is that we have too 
many agencies meddling into this pic
ture. We have the B. E. W., which blew 
up. Now its functions ha,ve finally been 
transferred to F. E. A. We do not want 
to create an additional agency as we go 
to· this operation. The organization of 
U. N. R. R. A. has already been set up. 
If this bill is passed, just as it is, the 
President will set up a new agency to 
handle this picture. On the other hand, 
if we do it in the simple, ordinary, and 
orderly way, he will delegate this func
tion of handling the contribution of the 
money to U. N. R. R. A. to the State De
partment, and let the State Department 
handle the foreign affairs, just as it is 
supposed to. I am not in favor of sub
terfuges, and creating additional agen
cies where it is not nece-Ssary. I hope 
the House will get together and adopt 
this amendment and clear up this situ
ation and put an end to the confusion. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield. 
Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. The 

gentlemen speaks with a great deal of 
assuranc~ that the President is going to 
set up a new agency to administer this. 
I have had no such information. 

Mr. TABER. Only from the set-up 
and the looks of things. That is the 
way it looks. r have no authority to 
speak for the President, but going by 
past performances and all that sort of 
thing, I want to avoid confusion, and I 
want to keep the foreign affairs in the 
State Department where they belong. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
VORYS]. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division (demanded by Mr. BLOOM) there 
were ayes 102 and noes 87. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Chairman, I ask for 
teners. 

Tellers were ordered. 
The Committee again divided; and the 

tellers reported that there were-ayes 
116, noes 102. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Chairman, I 

offer an amendment. 
The Cler-k read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. O'CoNNOR: On 

page 1, line 5, after the words "not to ex
ceed", stril{e out "$1,350,000,000" and insert 
"$675,000,000." 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Chairman, a point 
of order. 

The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Chairman, I call 
attention to the fact that the commit-

tee amendment has already been ap .. 
proved. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle
man from Montana desire· to be heard 
on the point of order? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Chairman, my 
~mendment changes the amount. 

The CHAffiMAN. Does the gentle· 
man desire to be· heard further on the 
point of order? If not, the Chair is pre:
pared to rule. 

The amount is fixed in the bill. The 
gentleman's amendment comes too late. 
The point of order therefore is sus· 
tained. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous eonsent to return to that part 
of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Montana asks unanimous consent 
to return to that section of the bill for 
the purpose of offering an amendment. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Chairman, I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard. 
Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

to be heard on the point of order. 
The CHAffiMAN. The point of order 

has been decided. The gentleman from 
Montana was given an opportunity to be 
heard but did not avail himself of it. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio." Mr. Chairman, 
I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. SMITH of Ohio: 

Strike out all after the resolving clause and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: "There 
is hereby authorized to be appropriated the 
sum of $250,000,000 to be expended under the 
direction of the President for the furnishing 
of food, clothing, medicine, and other abso
lute essentials of life, to relieve starvation 
and suffering among individuals in those 
countries which have been overrun by, or 
have directly suffered from hostile action of, 
thG enemies of the United Nations in the 
present war." 

Amend the title so as to read: "Joint resolu
tion to authorize the appropriation of $250,-
000,000 for use in relieving starvation and. 
suffering in countries which have been over
run by, or have directly suffered from hostile 
action of, the enemies of the United Nation~ 
in the present war." 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr~ 
Chairman, a point of order. 

The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. · Mr. 
Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the amendment is not germane to the 
pending resolution. The pending reso
lution is to enable the United States to 
participate in the work of the United 
Nations Relief and Rehabilitation organ
ization. The gentleman's amendment 
simply autl10rizes an appropriation to be 
made to the President for a certain 
character of relief and not within the 
purview of the pending resolution as 
stated in its preamble. 

The CliAIRMP..N. The Chair is pre .. 
pared to ruie. 

The amendment offered by the gentle-· 
man from Ohio appropriates money for 
purposes of relief. The Chair feels that 
it is in line with the general purposes of 
the bill and overrules the point of order. 

The gentleman from Ohio is recog
nized for 5 minutes in support of his 
amendment. 
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· Mr. Sl\flTH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
the amendment I am offering would sub
stitute for the pending resolution a 
simple, straightforward appropriation 
meastrre. It would provide for an ap
propriation of $250,000,000 to be used 
by the President to purchase food, cloth .. 
ing, medicines, and the other necessaries 
of life for the starving peoples of the 
war-stricken areas. It would not au
thorize the use of funds for any rehabili
tation purposes, as is provided for in 
the resolution. 

Mr. Chairman, members of the For
eign Affairs Committee have in the de
bate on this resolution made rather 
strong claims that their committee has 
given long and deep study to this pro
posal. We are asked to believe that they 
have gone into all phases of it with 
great thoroughness. It seel;Ils to me, 
however, that at least one important 
consider:?.tion has been left out of their 
deliberations entirely; namely, the 
wherewithal with which to pay for their 
scheme. 

Where is the money to come from to 
pay the cost of this gigantic undertak
ing? This question has not been con
sidered, either in your committee deliber
ations or by any of the members of your 
committee who have spoken in the House 
on the proposal. Yet, this is a vital 
question. Indeed, I think it is the most 
vital one. 

I know it is difficult, if not impossible, 
to get many Members interested to any 
great extent in this phase of the sub
ject. The attitude of mind of so many 
of us seems to be to even a void having 
this question brought up. The Congress 
has become so habituated to spending 
without ·regard either as to the amount 
or the eventual means of payment that 
it seems we have become utterly blind 
to the ultimate consequences that must 
result from this state of mind. 

The one and only source from which 
the means can come to pay for this un
dertaking is the Government printing 
press. There just is no other source 
from which to obtain it. Taxation and 
the sale of bonds to private investors 
together are wholly inadequate to meet 
Government· costs. The acquisition of 
Government securities by the banking 
system is wholly a process o.f creat:ng 
credit dollars by fiat. It is true inflation, 
since it involve.:.: the creation of addi
tional fiat currency. 

Sooner or later the effects of this 
spending policy must manifest them
selves. All experience without exception 
teaches us to expect those effects to be 
greatly injurious to our economy. The 
volume of fiat credit dollars is already 
large. In June of last year total deposits 
in all the banks was roundly $96,500,._ 
000,000. More than $57,000,000,000, or 
about 60 percent, of that amount con
sisted of Government printed or fiat dol
lars. This involves only Government 
securities acquired by the banlcing sys
tem and does not involve an additional 
amount of bank credit which comes 
within the classification of fiat credit. 

Indeed, the course we are pursuing is 
in substance identical with that which 
was followed by Germany and which led 
her into financial disaster. It is the 

same road that was taken by France 
under the misguidance of John Law in 
1719 which brought great disaster and 
hardship upon that nation. We are 
going the way of France in the nineties 
of the eighteenth century which plunged 
her into utter ruin and from which she 
probably never fully recovered. 

If I did not believe that there is yet 
time to in great measure save our coun
try from the evil effects of the course we 
are pursuing, I should not now be making 
this plea. I do believe we could still do 
much to avert trouble if we would but 
firmly set ourselves to the task of stop
ping all spending that is not absolutely 
necessary to the winning of the war to 
maintain the true functions of Govern
ment, and to confine· what aid we can 
give to the war-stricken peoples to the 
essentials of life. 

Under the circumstances our aim 
should be to a void undertaking any relief 
program which has even the possibilities 
in it of launching our Nation upon a 
world-wide W. P. A., as this proposal cer- _ 
tainly has. We will have to help the 
starving peoples of the war-stricken 
countries as much as we possibly can, but 
let us confine our aid to the essentials of 
life, food, clothing, medicines, and so 
forth, as we did in the other war. That 
program operated successfully, It did 
not involve the creation of an interna
tional bureaucracy. It did not have in 
it the dangers of overexpansion and 
wasteful spending which the United Na
tions Relief and Rehabilitation proposal 
has. ·we should aim at giving the most 
needed help. We should avoid alto
gether creating the gigantic , interna
tional political machinery which this 
proposal would embrace. 

Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I yield to the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. JENKINS. Is it not true that 
those who are opposed to this proposi
tion in principle but are willing to grant 
some relief, under the parliamentary sit
uation the only chance they will have to 
vote that way is to vote for the gentle
man's amendment? 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. The gentleman is 
absolutely correct. 

Mr. Chairman, a few days ago when 
the gentleman from New .York told us 
how this committee considered every 
phase of this proposed piece of legisla
tion I heard him say tqat India had gold 
enough to pay for her relief supplies. 
Can the gentleman tell us something 
about the status of gold with respect to 
India? 

Mr. BLOOM. Yes; I can. 
Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Please do so. 
Mr. BLOOM. I would like to say I am 

very glad the gentleman asked that ques
tion. 

At the beginning of the war, in Sep
tember 1939, the Reserve Bank of India, 
which is the central bank of India, re
ported that it held in gold about $133,
ooo,ooo and in sterling balances-in 
dollar equivalent--a little less than 
$2,000,000. 

In the latest statement available, that 
of December 3, 1943, they report that 
their gold reserve is unchanged but that 

the Reserve Bank of India owned more 
than $2,000,000,000-in dollar equiva
lent-of sterling balances. 

These foreign-exchange assets repre
sent only the holdings of the Government 
of India and they do not include private 
holdings of gold, sterling balances, or 
other foreign-exchange assets. India 
evidently does not hold any significant 
amounts of dollars at the present time. 

This information was taken from the 
weekly statement of the Reserve Bank of 
India for the dates mentioned. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I ask unanimous consent to proceed for 
5 additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. SMITHJ? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SMITH of Oi1io. Mr. Chairman, 

answering the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BLOOM], chairman of the House 
Foreign Affairs CGmmittee, I should· like 
to say that if he will read the Indian 
laws relating to gold-reserve require
m8nts as security for demand liabilities 
in the form of circulating notes, the na
ture of the sterling assets she owns, and 
so forth, he will see that India has no 
free gold for export. 

The latest figure I have on the gold 
holdings of India is that furnished me 
by the Federal Reserve, which is $274,-
000,000 as of August 1943. India requires 
a 40-percent gold, or gold and gold-ex
change reserve, as cover for her circu
lating notes. By "gold exchange'' is 
meant exchange which is payable on de
mand in gold. It is true India owns 
$2,000,000,000, or more, of English ster
ling. But English sterling is not con
vertible into gold on demand, in the sense 
the term "gold exchange" is supposed to 
be taken, and in which it is used in the 
Indian law. 

Indeed, one of the very purposes of the 
proposed international stabilization fund 
is to bolster the value of English sterling, 
and with United States gold. If you will 
look into the matter you will discover 
that India's gold holding is short by more 
than· $600,000,000 for her note cover. 
Hence she does not have a dime in gold 
to export for any relief or other supplies. 

I have heard statements by members 
of the Foreign Affairs Committee about 
certain other countries having gold as
sets to pay for relief supplies. First, 
those countries who have gold or . other 
means to pay for their needs cannot truly 
be considered as coming under this pro
posed program. It was my understand
ing that the United Nations Relief and 
Rehabilitation program was to provide 
charity only. 

Some of the western countries of Eu
rope were mentioned as having gold to 
pay for relief. If you will take the 
trouble to examine the situation in those 
countries you will find that in nearly all 
of them the same condition will be found 
as we mentioned in the case of India. In 
those countries you will find their gold 
holdings nearly all pledged as cover for 
demand liabilities. 

No, the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
did not even make a pretense of finding 
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out how the program would be financed. 
All it considered was the spending part. 
I urge upon you to support my amend
ment so that we may avoid the danger of 
setting up a global W. P. A. which inheres 
in this resolution. By supplying only 
the necessaries of life, as we did in the 
other war, we can avoid that danger and 

. hold the cost to a minimum. 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I am very much inter

ested in the discussion that has just 
taken place with reference to the mone
tary situation in India. I should like to 
tell the gentleman from New York that 
the most shameful manipulation of 
money is going on in India and in the 
Orient today. I should like to tell the 
gentleman from New York t-hat the 
British Government for India has just 
debased the Indian rupee and cut its 
silver content in half-by minting 
rupees of 50 percent silver and 50 per
cent alloy, and made the 92.5 grains of 
pure silver no longer legal tender, thereby 
cutting down the purchasing power of 
Indian money, when they came to deal 
with this country, in half. 

I should like to tell the gentleman from 
New York that, if he will read the bulletin 
that came to his desk the other day from 
the National City Bank of his own city, 
he will find that gold today is worth $63 
an ounce in India. I should like to tell 
him that gold is worth in Cairo more 
than $60 an ounce. I should like to tell 
him that down in Buenos Aires gold is 
worth about $44 an ounce. 

We are printing money by the bale here 
and sending it by airplane to China, 
where they have the most horrid inflation 
today. 

Talk about relief. May I suggest that 
the learned gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
SMITH] get the facts on this money ques-
tion and the relief situation. · · 

. Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. If go'ld is selling for 
$68 to $70 per ounce in Cairo and Bom
bay, what does that mean in the way of 
discount of American currency? 

Mr. WffiTE. It means that American 
currency is being discounted. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. About 50 percent. 
Mr. WHITE. We have a stabilization 

fund of $2,000,000,000, but it does not 
operate to stabilize the currency in face 
of this inflation. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. That is right. 
Mr. WHITE. A man in India may 

have gold at $64 an ounce when it is $35 
an ounce here, but what can he buy with 
it? Why are the people in India starving 
by the hundreds of thousands when their 
money has such purchasing power? The 
most shameful manipulation of money is 
going on in the Orient and India today 
that the world has ever seen. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I have tried to listen 
with some care to the debate on this reso-

·Iution. As one Member of Congress, I 
think I reflect the attitude of the ma
jority when I.say that we want to do the 
right thing in this matter. I for one 

want to be sure that when I cast my vote 
I am doing it in line with good conscience 
and my responsibility in view of the pres
ent-day situation, but I confess that I 
am somewhat troubled about this situa
tion. ·The distinguished gentleman from 
Ohio has given this Congress something 
to think about. 

We used to have a Member of the 
House who would stand here and ask, 
"Where are you going to get the money?" 
and do it every day, and people laughed 
at him. Now we have reached a point 
where there does not seem to be anY 
thought given to the question of how we 
are going to keep on financing this ever
increasing and ever-continuing deficit 
that faces our Nation. 

Let us see where we stand. According 
to the most recent Treasury estimate, the 
national debt will be $197,000,000,000 by 
the end of this present fiscal year, and 
according to the Budget estimate just 
submitted by the President it will be 
$257,000,000,000 by the end of the next 
fiscal year, and no end is in sight at all. 
Plan after plan after plan after plan is 
visualized to spend billions and billions 
and billions more. You tell me where we 
are going and where the people of this 
country are ultimately going to get the 
money to finance all these programs. 

God knows we want to be in th·e show. 
God knows the people of America want 
to be a part of this cooperative effort. 
God knows we want to do something for 
the distressed and starving people of 
these occupied areas. But have these 
great benefactors of mankind forgotten 
that we have people here at home, the 
aged people of this country who are 
starving, and the white-collar classes, 
who are suffering today in this country? 

Do you realize that every trust fund 
of this Government has its funds now 
invested in United States Government 
bonds, that the funds of the old age and 
survivors insurance, the funds of un
employment compensation, the funds of 
the National Service Insurance Act, the 
United States Civil Service employees 
retirement funds, the railroad retire
ment funds,· the Canal Zone retirement 
funds, and·the funds of every other trust 
fund are loaded up to the hilt and to the 
limit with United States Government 
bonds? 

Do you realize that today, with the 
deposits of this Nation $107,000,000,000, 
according to the most recent figures of 
the Treasury Department, 53.8 percent 
of the deposit liabilities of all the banks 
are invested now in United States Gov
ernment bonds? 

Do you realize also that the Federal 
Reserve banks have over $7,202,000,000 
invested in United States Government 
bonds, and that the people are going to 
continue to . invest? But I am wonder
ing whether, when the emotionalism of 
war is over, we are going to be able to 
continue on and on and on with these 
bond drives, to continue to sell bonds. 
I am wondering who is going to buy the 
bonds to be redeemed by the millions of 
people who will want to spend -their 
money when this war is over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin has expired. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 5 addi-. 
tiona! minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there ob~ection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin? · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, I am one 

of those who have confidence in our coun
try. I am not selling my country short. 
I believe we can ultimately work ourselves 
out. I am not one of those who believe 
we are going to repudiate this bond issue, 
nor am I one of those who believe we 
are going to pay it off with worthless 
money. We are going to pay it off with 
confidence, work, production, and the 
restoration of the wealth that we have 
been compelled to expend in our war ef
fort. But I am just wondering·if we are 
going to continue on and on and on, and, 
if there is going to be no end to these 
programs for the expenditure of billions 
of dollars, just how we are going to con
tinue to finance it. That is a question 
that is worrying me, and I know it is 
worrying the people of this country, 
They are beginning to wonder how we 
are going to be able in the post-war 
period to maintain our economy and to 
continue to pay the taxes that are neces
sary to maintain that econOII:lY in the 
post-war period. They are beginning to 
wonder how we can continue to plan and 
plan and plan these huge expenditures in 
the post-war period with apparently no 
thought being given to how we are going 
to raise the money that we propose to 
expend. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEEFE. Yes. 
Mr . . FORD. Suppose the war goes on 

for 5 years. We will have to keep ap
propriating, will we not? 

Mr. KEEFE. Yes; and asking that 
question does not relieve my concern, I 
will say to the distinguished gentleman 
from California. He happens to be one 
of those gentlemen, from his general at
titude as manifested on the floor, who 
apparently is not concerned. I am one 
of those who is concerned. I know that 
we have got to go on. I know that we 
will have to spend untold billions yet be .. 
fore this war is won, but I say to the gen
tleman that. that fact that I say it will, 
and that I shall vote to spend to win this 
war, does not relieve me of the ultimate 
concern as to what is going to happen to 
the economy of this country, because of 
these expenditures, and I think it is high 
time when we are passing on an authori
zation measure, authorizing an appro
priation of $1,350,000,000, that this Com
mittee give some particular serious 
thought now as to whether or not we 
are not overstepping the bounds, or 
whether or not the distinguished gen
tleman from Ohio is not right in offering 
the simple resolution that he has offered 
to restrict the present amount to $250,-
000,000. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEEFE. Yes. 
Mr. FORD. Well, · the proposition is 

that this money is to be used to rehabili
tate the overrun countries. 
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· Mr. KEEFE. · No; that is not the 
proposition at all, and if the gentleman 
states that it is to rehabilitate · these 
countries, then he has not read the bill 
or heard the argument. 

Mr. FORD. I have read the bill and 
that is exactly what it proposes to do. 

Mr. KEEFE. Because in the very last 
paragraph it clearly states the contrary 
of what the gentleman has announced. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEEFE. Yes. 
·Mr. O'CONNOR. I am impressed 

with what the gentleman is saying about 
appropriating billions of dollars. .I have 
an amendment which I tried to get in 
here to reduce the amount to just one
half, but due to a new method of strategy 
employed· by the committee, we were de
:pied the opportunity of voting upon the 
$1,350,000,000. 

Mr. KEEFE. , The gentleman has an 
opportunity to vote now when we vote 
on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin has again ex
pired. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. I have very 
little to s~y any more than this, that the 
amendments that are being offered to 
this measure, almost any amendment 
that is offered and agreed to, excepting 
one or two for the operation of it, will 
vitiate it in its entirety. These amend
ments to me smell like stale Munich 
beer, and they also smell like stale rice 
and rotten fish from .TokYO, and that is 
exactly what I mean. Hitler and 
Hirohito must laugh when they hear 
these arguments. We are asked here 
for a sum of money to go into Eu~ope, 
Asia, or wherever we have to go and 
rehabilitate those people who have been 
overrun by the Nazis, by the Japanese, 
by Hirohito and Hitler, and you are 
coming in here and .trying to cut it 
down to a mer.e pittance, and I think it 
is unworthy of the House of Representa
tives to stand here and try to accom
plish a thing of that kind. To me, and 
I am entitled to my opinion, it smells 
of isolationism under the guise of econ
omy. Just as the Guam fortification 
was defeated on the same plea. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
five words. I would like to pick up this 
discussion where it was left by the gentle
man from Wisconsin [Mr. KEEFE] if I 
may. I feel it is true, as my colleague 
from California [Mr. FoRD] in rather pic
turesque words has said, that we cannot 
view this problem of relief after a war of 
this kind from any small or partisan, 
narrow or selfish point of view. I do not 
know whether we have spent more money 
on the war than was necessary. War is 
an expensive proposition at best . . It may 
be that some of the expenditure could 
have been saved. It does not seem to me, 
in view of the magnitude and terrible 
destruction of the war, that $1,350,000,000 
is in any way out of line with· what 
human need will be. If there is one thing 
above all that men in the armed forces 
expect of us it is th.at we prevent another 

war like this from visiting this world. 
If we are even to start on that task every
thing in our power must be done to pre
vent hunger or, disease or pestilence after 
victory has at last been won. We are 
going to have to spend money for food 
and medical supplies and other things, 
for these poor people and I do not think 
that $1,350,000,000 is too much for the 
United States to contribute. 

But this does not alter the concern ex
pressed by the gentleman from Wisconsin 
a bit, except that I would say that this 
amount of money is on all fours with the 
war appropriations, and it is just as 
necessary as war appro-priations if our 
objectives are the ones that we talk about. 
We do have to spend money to win this 
war and we may have to spend it to com
bat the utter destitution that may follow 
it in many parts of the world. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, ·will the 
gentleman yield? _ 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Yes. 
Mr. KEEFE. Will the gentleman ex

plain what funds have been used to re
habilitate the people of north Africa in 
the liberated areas and what funds are 
being used and under what auspices are 
the funds disbursed, that are being ex
pended now to take care of the people in 
liberated areas of Italy and Sicily? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. In north 
Africa, I understand, there are funds 
which in part have been repaid by the 
French. -I am informed that they have 
made a good deal of repayment of the 
money we haye ef{pended. The money 
that is in circulation in Italy, if that is 
what the gentleman has reference to, is 
to furnish a needed circulation medium 
to facilitate the exchange of goods there, 
and, incidentally, it is working, and goods 
are being exchanged, and that is the 
exact purpose of money anyway, accord
ing to my view. 

We have an unbalanced budget now, 
~nd we are piling up a huge debt, to 
which there must be an answer. I tried 
to answer that in a book which I sent to 
every Member of Congress. The fact is 
that even if you reduce the war ex
penditures as much as you -can without 
depriVing our Army and Navy of all they· 
might possibly need to win this war, you 
still have to have much heavier taxes 
than now, if you are going to even come 
anywhere near to paying for this war 
currently. I am one who believes taxes 
should be levied in accordance with our 
Nation's needs. We -have not done that 
and the new tax bill does not help. Mr. 
Speaker, one-third of that national debt 
that we have contracted in this country 
ought never to have been debt at all. 
That portion of the debt has been piled 
on the American people only because the 
Government of the United States has 
turned over to the private banks the 
power to create money, which power by 
the Constitution is reposed exclusively in 
the Congress. Whenever Government 
bonds have been sold to banks for new 
demand deposits written on their books 
for the purpose of buying the bonds we 
have been exchanging the credit of the 
American people for the credit of private 
banking institutions, and have permitted 
them to use the Government bonds to · 

secure the very credit they created with 
which to purchase them. I am not talk
ing about the sale of bonds to an in
dividual, a bank, or a corporation, when 
that person or corporation gives up 
money it already possesses to pay for. the 
bonds. That is all right. It is not in
flationary. Nor does the citizen who 
buys a bond create the money to buy it 
with. On the contrary he gives up part 
of his money to the Government. 

I am only saying that the people of 
America ought not to have their debt in
creased by a thin dime when new money 
is created. And I am saying that as to 
one-third of . our present debt that is 
exactly what has happened. Well over 
$50,000,000,000 of our national debt to
day consists of "debt that ought not to 
be debt" as I call it in my book, Out of 
Debt, Out of Danger. We are paying in
terest today on $50,000,000,000 of our own 
Nation's credit, yet it is called national 
debt. Correction o( this one wrong 
would help a lot. But there can be no 
doubt that we shall have to bear heavy 
taxation in the future and our Nation's 
capacity to .pay those taxes is going to 
depend directly upon the degree to which 
full production and full employment and 
abundant creation of wealth is main
tained in America. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time. of the 
gentleman from California has expired. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 5 additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There .was no objection. 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. The pos

sibility of making good the appropriation 
asked for or authorized in this bill, the 
possibility of paying for the war, the pos
sibility of solving the debt problem, above 
~11. the possibility of having good jobs for 
returning soldiers-all these depend and 
the whole future of America depends · 
upon our keeping our farms and factories 
and mines and mills busy with produc
tion in the years after this war is over. 
But goods are not long produced without 
a market demand for them. And there
fore the high national production which 
we must have depends upon whether or 
not we maintain a full home market for 
the goods we can and must produce in 
this country. 
· Furthermore-and I come back now to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Wis
consin-we must have a way of doing 
that, a way of assuring that full home 
market without further increase in the 
public debt. I do not agree, on the one 
hand, with people who give the . people 
of this Nation the impression that by 
cutting down on appropriations for some 
bureau in the Department of Agriculture 
or for some other purpose that we can 
lift the huge burden of debt that the war 
is bringing upon us. Saving we should 
make wherever it does not cripple neces
sary work, but save as we may on non
war expenditures the difference will not 
be great. Neither do I agree with those 
who say the national debt does not make 
any difference; that we can go on and on 
increasing it, because we owe it to our
selves; for the ownership of Government 
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bonds is becoming ·more concentrated 
every day. 

I think the truth lies between those 
two extremes. In the brief time that is 
permitted to me today I want to say 
this. The American people do have to 
have a way after this war of earning 
their way out of debt. They have to see 
clearly how their financial problem can 
be met. And a fundamental part of 
enabling our N-ation and people to earn 
their way out of debt after this war is 
to credit the Nation as a whole rather 
than to the banking system alone the 
economic benefit from the creation of 
money which is called for by the entire 
business life of this Nation when its ca
pacity to produce is increased. Today 
the United States does not get that ben
efit. 

Our Nation is compelling itself to bor
row at interest from a private banking 
system every dollar that is called for of 
additional circulating medium as a re
sult of increased production. There, to 
me, is the key to the possibility of our 
sustaining a full demand for the goods 
that our industry and agriculture can 
produce in the future without further 
increasing the public debt. If we can 
stabilize this debt after the war is won 
we can handle it. We can pay it 'off. 
\Ve can reduce it, provided in the future 
expansion of the Nation's power to pro
duce is reflected on the books of account 
of this Nation and is entered as a credit 
'instead of a debt. Credits are created 
today on the books of the Federal Re
serve banks or on the books of private 
commercial banks of this country and for 
those credits we exchange interest
bearing Government bonds. All I want 
to see is that those credits shall be cre
ated originally not on private bankers' 
books, but on the books of either a pub
licly owned central bank of issue, which 
the Federal Reserve banks can readily 
be made, or on the books of the Treasury 
of the United States itself. 

_This should be done only under au
thority from Congress which would pro
vide by statute that there could never be 
inflation nor deflation of the purchasing 
power of money in America. Control and 
use of the power to create money in 
balance with production can prevent de
flation. Fearless use of taxation-a good 
deal more fearless use than we are now 
making-is the only basic cure for infla
tion. 

Mr. KEEFE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I yield. 
_Mr. KEEFE. I want to say to the dis

tinguished gentleman from California 
that if the remarks which I made served 
no other purpose than to prompt the dis
cussion which has now taken place on 
the floor, it has added a great contribu
tion to the information that this Con
gress ought to have. I compliment the 
gentleman from California on the very 
studious and fine present::J,tion that he 
has just made. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I am 
very much obliged to the gentleman. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I yield. 
XG--42 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
would like to say to the gentleman, and 
I think he knows that our Army is in 
occupied countries and in the liberated 
areas, why have a duplication of appro
priations? Why have ·an appropriation 
upon an appropriation? There is no 
need for that. We are all for relief. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Simply 
because I do not believe this is a job we 
ought to ask the military to perform. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
They are doing it today. · 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I think 
they have a big enough job already. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I yield. 
Mr. WHITE. The gentleman knows 

we recently passed an appropriation bill 
for a large amount of money and we re
cently had a budget submitted to us for 
$100,000,000,000 for 1 year. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. That is 
right_. 

Mr. WHITE. Computed at the rate 
of 3 percent, as the gentleman from 
California suggested, on that debt in 
another 5 years we would have $3,000,-
000,000 a year added to the national debt 
as an interest charge on the national 
debt every year. Do you think the 
American people can stand for that? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I do not 
know. I most earnestly hope the war 
will not last for 5 more years. I believe, 
as I have said, that the all-important 
thtng is for us to have a method whereby 
we can assure our producers of a full 
market for all they can produce and to be 
able to do this without further increases 
in the debt. America can manage. She 
can meet and solve her problems if she 
maintains full production and if her 
people see hope ahead. It is that hope
a way out-a solution of the problem, 
however great, that I seek to give. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
section. I am delighted that the gentle
man from Wisconsin made his able and 
very iJluminating address. It is a very 
persuasive argument for the amendment 
I -just presented to the House. With its 
well-trained personnel and carefully con
sidered plans, some of which are now in 
operation, the military governments of 
the Army and Navy can administer re
lief at the least possible expense to the 
people not only of this country but also 
of the occupied and liberated countries. 
The appropriation of billions for U. N. 
R. R. A., is not only a duplication of ex
pense but also a duplication of admin
istration. The Committee on Foreign 
Affairs did not call witnesses from the 
War Department or Navy Department. 
No officer or official representing the mil
itar;· government was asked to testify. 
They know something about relief for 
they are now administering it in liberated 
areas of north Africa, Sicily,_ and Italy. 
Military government is doing a magnifi
cent job in these areas of relief and re
habilitation. Why should we finance 
this "superduper'' council, responsible to 
no government, to go into these areas 

and duplicate this work and in many 
instances interfere with the work of the 
military government? This extravagant 
and needless duplication of expenditure 
could have been worked out in the com
mittee, but the committee refused to 
continue the hearings and call well-in
formed witnesses on the subject of relief. 
Personally interested witnesses were the 
only ones called. They knew little of the 
real job to be done. I know of no other 
case in my many years of public service 
when a committee has so denied the re
quest of a senior member. Such action 
was highly unwarranted. It is very bad 
leadership. As a result I have been 
forced to present this duplication of re
lief work being done and planned by the 
military government here in open forum 
for the consideration of the entire Con
gress. There is no limit to the time of 
occupation and administration of the 
military government. It may remain in 
operation so long as conditions require. 
It is responsible, not to an international 
body of carefully selected persons such 
as the U. N. R. R. A. It is responsible 
to General Marshall and Admiral King. 
They are highly competent officers of the 
United States. Competent, indeed, to 
delegate to highly trained, American offi
cers of military government, the admin
istration and supervision of relief in oc
cupied areas. 

It is clearly evident there is a complete 
duplication by u~ N. R. R. A., of plans 
and activities of the United States Army 
and Navy already in operation. The 
Army and Navy have worked out in 
minute detail plans for the supervising 
of relief and all the related problems. 
These plans constitute a carefully in
tegrated part of military operations. 
Why is there any need for placing this 
"superduper" international group in au
thority over them and interfering with 
their plans and activities? 

Certainly no Member of this House 
would intentionally vote for legislation 
at this time that would not only be em
barrassing to our military commands, 
but would cause them to greatly chang• 
plans, long developed and in operation. 

I would remind the House under the 
military and civil government in occu
pied territories or in liberated territories, 
the War and Navy Departments of Mili
tary Government are obligated to see 
that there is no interference with the 
education of the people, with the re
ligious training of the people, with the 
political desires of the people. The peo
ple are permitted to have their own re
ligion and their own type of education. 
I have an amendment that I am going 
to introduce for acceptance in this reso
lution on this subject. It is extremely 
important. 

Certainly in these days of enormous 
expenditures, no person, no Member of 
the House of Representatives, has any 
right to unnecessarily increase the bur
den of relief, burdens which not only the 
people, the mothers and fathers of vet
erans must pay, but also the veterans 
themselves, the very men giving their 
lives to the country now and their chil
dren must pay for generations and gen
erations to come. My amendment did 
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not carry in the House of Representa
tives. I am hoping it will be considered 
by the Senate. The Senate Foreign Re
lations Committee will have exhaustive 
hearings, I am very sure, upon this mat
ter. I do not believe for 1 minute that 
any member of the Committee on For
eign Relations will fail to call before it 
those officers in the Army and the Navy 
that are assigned to the duties of relief 
and rehabilitation in occupied countries 
and in liberated areas. I believe every 
Member here is searching his soul to find 
the right thing to do. I have at least 
raised my voice in protest in open forum 
here in this House against this special 
method of administering and supervis
ing relief. I want to be certain relief is 
wisely and impartially distributed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate -on 
this amendment close in 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair

man, I object. 
Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I 

rise in opposition to the amendment. 
Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield for a moment? 
Mr. RICHARDS. I yield. 
Mr. BLOOM. If I amend my request 

to make it 10 minutes, will the gentle
man object? 

Mr. REED of New York. If I am 
recognized, I will not object. 

Mr. BLOOM. Yes. That is the rea
son I amended it. 

The SPEAKER.. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BLOOM]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, it is 

very, very important that we keep our 
feet on the ground. I am in full sym
pathy with the remarks made by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. KEEFE], 
as to the gravity of the financial condi
tion of the United States. I know that 
we have a great national debt. I know 
tflat the coming generations have got to 
pay it. I am worried about it just as 
the gentleman is worried about it. But, 
Mr. Chairman, we are engaged in a great 
war. I want to remind the House of the 
fact that if General Marshall came be
fore the Military Affairs Committee to
morrow and asked for $100,000,000,000 to 
help win this war he would get it with
out a dissenting vote. That is how 
patriotic this House is. Now that being 
the case, what about this $1,350,000,000? 
What about it? It is true it will add to 
the national debt, but in my considered, 
conscientious opinion, this $1,350,000,000 
is just as necessary for the winning of 
the war and the preservation of the peace 
in an orderly world as any $1,350,0.00,000 
we have appropriated for the Army and 
the Navy. Why? Do you think the boys 
who are fighting in Italy, and the gen
erals who are leading them can win our 
battles there with a disorganized popula
tion behind them? With disease, hun
ger, and lack of clothing and shelter 
rampant? They cannot do it, and ·they 
do not want to do it, and they want some 
civilian agency of the government of the 

United Nations of the world to take over 
and handle that situation. 

This U.N. R. R. A. will not come into 
any area until the military says it is the 
wise thing to do and that they want it 
to come in. It will follow the military. 
Therefore, it is necessary from a mili
tary standpoint, to keep at least $1,350,-
000,000~in this bill. 

How are you going to pay this national 
debt of ours without an orderly world? 
And how are you goin~ to have an or
derly world after this war unless we are 
able to put the distressed and famine
stricken people of the earth upon their 
feet in order that we may do business 
with them. You cannot do it. 

The gentleman from California [Mr. 
VooRHIS] has talked about maximum 
production, and we must have it. We 
must have the greatest markets this 
country ever knew, in order to pay the 
debts that we are now saddling on com
ing generations. 

Now, what about the disillusioned peo
ple of the earth when they see that the 
nations which are able to do it will not 
help them to get on their feet? What 
are they going to do? They are going to 
do just exactly what the gentleman from 
Ohio said the other day. That is, they 
will turn to the man on horse back. Then 
where will be the United States and its 
ability to pay the obligation, which in or
der to fight this war, we have already 
saddled upon coming generations? This 
$1,350,000,000 is the minimum. I am 
surprised that any M~mber would get -qp 
on this floor, after we have appropriated 
all these billions of dollars for this war, 
and say "We will cut off our noses in or
der to spite our faces and we will not ap
propriate $1,350,000,000." We will not be 
alone but joined with 43 other nations to 
help the helpless all over the world in 
proportion to the means and responsi
bility of each nation. This appropria
tion is necessary to enter a world organi
zation which will blaze a new path of in
ternational cooperation. It is necessary 
for the military welfare of our country. 
It is necessary from the standpoint of 
political stability in this world. It is nec
essary in order that we may speed the 
wheels of progress throughout the world 
and keep the markets of the world open. 
It is necessary in order that this debt, 
which we have saddled upon our children 
and our grandchildren eventually may 
be paid. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
RICHARDS] has expired. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair
man, I move to strike out the last four 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, I understand when I 
was absent from the House engaged in 
conference on the tax bill, the very dis
tinguished leader from Massachusetts 
[Mr. McCoRMACK] made some observa
tions in regard to a speech which I 
made on the floor, in which my friends 
tell me he intimated that I was inter
fering with the Christian people and 
their purposes insofar as this legislation 
is concerned. 

I want it definitely understood, and I 
have said it before on the :floor of this 

House, that I owe allegiance to no coun
try except to the United States of Amer
ica. I am more interested in what comes 
out of this war than I am about ordinary 
observations on this floor. 

What I was trying to do was to point 
out that you have scrambled a great 
humanitarian process with certain eco
nomic problems that are going to plague 
us abroad in the future. When I say 
"economic problems," remember that the 
European countries each year for 20 
years have had government doles of 
some kind or other unemployment in
surance, or what not, for 60,000,000 peo
ple. That is what they faced during a 
period of peace. I do not propose to 
support any legislation on this floor that 
is going to put into the hands of the ruler 
of any country, any dictator, whether he 
is an ally now or not, the power of say
ing to the subjected country of which he 
has control, "You will not get food for 
your babies or for yourself, unless you 
vote as I want you to vote in this plebi
scite.'' 

I am trying to prevent the Christian 
faith being attacked, possibly destroyed, 
by Communists. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. McCORMACK] said on November 1, 
1939: 

Within the past few weeks, there came from 
Moscow itself the admission that Catholic 
priests were murdered, with the lying state• 
ment that they were resisting the Communist 
army. They were murdered in ChriStian 
Poland for the same reason that they have 
been murdered for 20 years in Soviet Russia, 
priests, ministers and rabbis, because they 
were messengers of God, doing the work of 
God on earth. 

I would call the attention of the House 
to the fact that when the State, Com
merce, and Justice Department appro
priation bill for 1941 was under consider
ation on February 7, 1940, which was to 
provide for the salaries of ambassadors 
and ministers, the distinguished gentle
man from Massachusetts [Mr. McCoR
MACK] offered an amendment to strike 
out the words "Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics." 

That shows that he then felt, as he 
must feel now, that the Christian or
ganizations should still fear the attitude 
of Communist countries toward Chris
tian churches and organizations in this 
country and in foreign countries. 

These funds with which it is proposed 
to feed the destitute of Europe and Asia, 
which is under consideration today, 
should be handled, as I have said before, 
by the Christian organizations now oper
ating and prepared to operate, wherever 
there are hungry and starving people to 
be fed. The money should not be made 
available to dictators, to make as a con
dition precedent to feeding those people, 
their willingness to sacrifice their inde
pendence, and support of a Communist 
regime. That is his indictment. I am 
trying to save the Christian religion all 
over the world from having to be domi
nated or disturbed by the work of this 
communistic society. I do not propose 
by my vote to put any implement of dom
ination in their hands to carry on their 
subversive activities here, and we know 
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they will do it. What I want to do is to 
put these funds, if we are going to legis
late this way, into the hands of the serv
ices of the Christian organizations of 
this and other countries now organized, 
now in the field ready to carry on this 
work. Let us separate and unscramble 
this from the economic situation of drill
ing oil wells and building factories to 
compete with this country after the war. 
So I say to the gentleman from Massa
chusetts that every word I have said here 
is in the interests of the Christian faith 
and its organizations. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 

All time has expired. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen
tleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division (demanded by Mr. SMITH of 
Ohio) there were-ayes 76, noes 120. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair 
appointed as tellers Mr. SMITH of Ohio 
and Mr. BLOOM. 

The Committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported that there were-ayes 72, 
noes 138. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Chairman, I move 

that the Committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the Committee rose; and 

the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. O'NEAL, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration House 
Joint Resolution 192 to enable the 
United States to participate in the work 
of the United Nations Relief and Re
habilitation organization, had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. MeCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that on Wednes
day, January 26, after the disposition of 
legislative business and the other special 
orders on the Speaker's desk the gentle
man from Texas [Mr. PATMAN] may ad
dress the House for 40 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FOLGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the special order 
I have for this afternoon may be trans
ferred to Wednesday, January 26. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re
marks in the RECORD and include therein 
a radio address by the President of 
Metal Trades Department of the Ameri
can Federation of Labor. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. D'ALESANDRO. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include 

therein a radio address by Goverpor 
O'Conor and also a statement showing 
things expected of the various States, 
and a resolution received from the Amer
ican Legion on the soldiers' vote. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and to include 
therein three editorials. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent tore
vise and extend the remarks I made this 
afternoon and to include a small part of 
the hearings, the report and also a 1etter 
from the State Department. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts [Mrs. RoGERS]? 

There was no objection. 
H. R. 4040 

·Mr. CARLSON of Kansas. Mr. Speak
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my own remarks at this point in the 
RECORD on a tax bill I introduced today. 

The 'SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Kan
sas [Mr. CARLSON]? 

There was no objection. 
- Mr. CARLSON of Kansas. Mr. Speak

er, the country is demanding action by 
Congress looking to the simplification of 
our complex and bewildering income-tax 
law and returns. 

On December 21, 1943, I placed in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a statement mak
ing certain suggestions for simplifica
tions. Following the disposition of the 
pending tax bill I feel that this subject 
should be made the first order of business 
by the House Ways and Meal;ls Commit
tee. 

In order to bring the matter to a head, 
I am today introducing a bill designed to 
streamline the individual income-tax law 
and returns. My measure is based on the 
suggestions outlined in my December 21 
statement, and is offered simply as a 
basis for discussion, and not with the 
idea that it is the last word on the sub
ject. It would bring about the following 
salutary changes: 

First. Provides for only one tax on per
sonal incomes, with a single base and a 
single set of rates and exemptions, 
through merger of the Victory tax with 
the regular income tax. 

Second. Eliminate the necessity of fil
ing returns in the case of persons whose 
tax liability is substantially withheld at 
the source, but permit returns to be filed 
at the taxpayer's option. This would 
benefit 30,000,000 taxpayers and in gen-

. era! cover those who are not now re-
quired to file declaration of estimated tax. 
. Third. Permit the use of the short form 
of return by taxpayers with up to $5,000 
gross income. Limit is $3,000 in present 
law. 

Fourth. Bring about drastic simplifi
cation of both the short form and the 
long form of return. 

Fifth. Give taxpayers until January 
15 following the close of the taxable year 
in which to file an amended declaration 
of their estima~ed tax and thereby avoid 
penalty for any underestimate. This 
will eliminate the guessing contest in the 
present law which has resulted in so much 
irritation and confusion. 
· The elimination of the Victory tax 
through merger with the regular income 
tax requires the increase of the existing 
surtax rates by approximately 3 points in 
each bracket, in order to preserve rela
tively the same total burden as at pres
ent. For the same reason, it is necessary 
to fix the married exemption at $1,10J, 
as compared with the present $624 ex
emption under the Victory tax and the 
$1,200 exemption under the regular in
come tax. The $500 exemption for single 
persons and the $350 exemption for each 
dependent would not be changed under 
my bill. 

While the elimination of the Victory 
tax, with its extremely low exemption 
for marriE:d persons and heads of fami
lies, will free a large number of small tax
payers from tax, there is no way to really 
simplify the law and the returns without 
taking this step. I believe it was a mis
take, in the first place, to have levied an 
income tax on a married man with a 
gross income of as little as $625 a year. 
From the revenue standpoint, the total 
tax paid by this group was not a very 
large percentage of the total, being only 
$300,000,000 of the total personal income
tax burden of $17,000,000,000. 

.This potential loss of revenue would be 
offset in part by the reduction of the 
married exemption under the regul21.r in
come tax to $1,100 and the remainder by 
readjustments in the surtax rates. 

In order to have a single tax base, to 
which both the normal and surtax will 
apply, it is necessary to abandon the so
called earned income credit provided by 
existing law. The pending revenue bill 
already contains a provision repealing 
this credit, which is not of substantial 
benefit to taxpayers in any case. 

It fs my purpose to also provide for a 
single-rate schedule, rather than con
tinue the present normal tax-surtax 
combination, but it appears to be neces
sary to maintain this distinction in the 
law in order not to lose the surtax on in
come from partially tax-exempt United 
States bonds, which by their terms are 
exempt from tax except "graduated ad
ditional income taxes, commonly known 
as surtaxes." However, under the terms 
of my bill, the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue would be directed to combine 
the two sets of rates on the returns, in
structions, and work sheets with appro
priate credit for partially tax exempt 
bond interest. 

My bill does not make any change in 
the present withholding provisions, al
though some adjustment may be neces
sary or desirable in any final legislation 
dealing with income-tax readjustments, 
so as to eliminate overwithholding or un
derwithholding. Also, study should. be 
given to making more adequate allow-

. ance under withholding for contribu
tions, taxes, interest payments, alimony 
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payments, and so forth, since overwith
holding will defeat the purpose of elimi
nating the return requirement. 

I propose to give study to two further 
simplification changes which I hope may 
be worked out in the near future. One 
of these contemplates the adoption of a 
system of graduated withholding, so that. 
the full liability of all taxpayers, sub
stantially all of whose income from sal
ary and wages, may be withheld at the 
source and the need for filing returns 
eliminated. The other change-would in
volve the use of the short form of return 
in the case of gross incomes of from 
$5,000 to possibly $10,000. For the pres
ent, however, the use of the short form 
by persons with gross incomes up to 
$5,000 will take care of the great mass of 
taxpayers. 

It is my earnest hope that the Ways 
and Means Committee will give prompt 
attention to the whole subject of simpli
fication including the consideration of 
House Joint Resolution 211 which I in
troduced on January 10 for the estab
lishment of a Federal Tax Commission to 
streamline and simplify the entire Fed
eral tax structure. Immediate action 
along this line is imperative. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend the 
remarks I made late this afternoon and 
to include excerpts from a speech of 
December 7, 1940. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. REED]? · 

There was no objection. 
THE REELECTION OF FRANKLIN D. 

ROOSEVELT FOR A FOURTH TERM 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. LAMBERTSON]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, 

now that the Democratic National Com
mittee insists on the fourth term, permit 
me to express this observation: If the 
American people elect Franklin D. Roose
velt for the fourth term they are insur
ing the extension of the emergency to 
5 years from right rtow, because the Con
gress must repeal the emergency and he 
will probably control one-third of the 
Senate sustaining a veto. He will never 
give up any power. He will make horse
play out of it'like he is doing with the tax 
bill, the soldiers' vote bill, and the bill 
banning subsidies, when there is a clear 
majority against him in both Houses in 
each case. The President intends to be 
President as long as he lives and the 
national emergency will last as long as 
he is President. If people want their 
boys and girls to stay in uniform and 
on foreign fields, even if hostilities cease, 
if they want rationing to continue and 
multiply, bureaus to continue and multi
ply, ·they should make this thing possible. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker. I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my 

own remarks in the RECORD and to in
clude therein a speech made on January 
22 by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
RAYBURN]. 

The SPEAKER. ·Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts [Mr. ·McCORMACK]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and to include an 
address recently made by Donald M. 
Nelson, the cost of which is, according to 
the estimate of the Public Printer, 
$112.50. I ask that the speech may be 
printed notwithstanding the estimate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts [Mr. McCoRMACK]? 

There was no objection. 
WITHDRAWAL FROM FILES OF CERTAIN 

AFFIDAVITS AND PAPERS 

Mr. SHAFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw from the 
files of the House of Representatives affi
davits and papers filed in support of pri
vate bill H. R. 1467, Seventy-sixth Coq
gress, first session. 

The SPEAKER. Has any report been 
filed on the bill? 

Mr. SHAFER. The bill has been with
drawn. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich
igan [Mr. SHAFER]? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Under previous spe

cial order of the House, the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. TALBOT] is recog
nized for 12 minutes. 

PALESTINE 

Mr. TALBOT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks and to include two resolu
tions as a part of my remarks, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Con
necticut [Mr. TALBOTJ? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. TALBOT. Mr. Speaker, the sub

ject I wish to speak upon today should 
not be controversial. There should be 
no disagreement on either side of the 
aisle. In every American city today, or
ganizations are being formed to bring 
relief to the persecuted Jews of Europe. 
These organizations contain the names 
of our most representative citizens of ev
ery race and creed. Nor am I unmindful 
of the boast of Hitler, made in his New 
Year's Day radio sperch, that he would 
exterminate every Jew in Europe before 
he gave up the reins. I am also remind
ed that within the past week, the Foreign 
Relations Committee of the Senate, by 
unanimous resolution, has advocated 
instant relief for these peoples. 

Mr. Speaker, the question of the plight 
of the Jews of Europe has been discussed 
on the ftoor of this House before. If I 
bring it up again at this time, it is be
cause the one practical, immediate step 
which can be taken to save the millions 
of Jews still left in Europe is shortly to 
be prohibited. It is because the Cham
berlain White Paper of 1939, which goes 
into effect on March 31, 1944-just 66 

days from now-would bar all new Jew .. 
ish immigration into Palestine-the one 
country which is anxious to receive the 
shattered remnants of European Jewry. 

At this very moment millions of op
pressed and persecuted Jews are im .. 
ploring the civilized world to provide them 
with a means of escape from their Axis 
inquisitors. German troops take time 
off to murder every surviving Jewish 
person as they fall back to the borders of 
pre-war Germany, and it has become in
creasingly apparent that it will take too 
long for any new agency to do an ef
fective job of saving these hapless peo
ple. In order that they may be rescued, 
the existing machinery simply must be 
made to w·ork. I propose to explain the 
nature of that machinery and to show 
how it can be made to work. 

.There exists at the present time in 
Palestine an internationally assured 
homeland for the Jewish people. It 
would seem, therefore, logical that Pales
tine should be the country to absorb the 
bulk of the millions of Jews now knock
ing on the doors of the nations of the 
world. Half a million Palestinian Jews 
are eager to receive their downtrodden 
brethren. They have stated many times 
their spiritual and economic prepared
ness to absorb the great mass of Euro
pean Jewish refugees. 

This Palestinian offer is reinforced by 
some of the most sacred covenants of our 
time. A brief survey of the historical 
facts pertaining to the establishment of 
the Jewish homeland will serve to spot
light the responsibility of the United Na
tions toward the Jewish people and its 
homeland. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TALBOT. I yield to the gentle
man from Idaho. 

Mr. WHITE. Would the gentleman 
consider the possibility of establishing a 
Jewish homeland in the Western Hemi
sphere, on the coast of Peru? · On the 
Pacific side is a plain there where it 
does not rain but it is very fertile. By 
bringing the waters from the head of 
the Amazon it would make it very valu
able land. There are 100 square miles 
-in there of what is the most fertile lands 
in the world, in oqe of the finest climates 
in the world. 

Mr. TALBOT. I may say before I 
complete my statement I think I will 
cover the whole situation. 

Mr. WHITE. I have been trying to 
find time to make 'the necessary investi
gation. As chairman of the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation of the 
House, I am going to propose a project 
for the establishment of the Jews in Peru 
at a point that is not now inhabited. It 
is one of the finest countries in the world, 
if they only had water. It seems to me 
the Jews should look into the possibili
ties of that project. 

Mr. TALBOT. Mr. Speaker, 25 years 
ago Britain issued the famous Balfour 
Dechration, which pledged that govern
ment's aid in the establishment in Pales
tine of a national home for the Jewish 
peoplt:. That deClaration was published 
to the world, with the full approval of all 

. the Allied Powers then engaged in the 
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First World War, and with the encour- . 
agement and support of the United 
States. It gave promise of the fulfill
ment of an age-old Jewish dream. That 
pledge was strengthened when the terms 
of the Balfour Declaration were incor
porated into the peace treaty, with the 
aid and approval of President Woodrow 
Wilson. The mandate for Palestine was 
conferred upon Great Britain by the 52 
nations of the League of Nations. Eng
land became the trustee for the estab
lishment of a Jewish national home in 
Palestine. At that time, Wilson, Lloyd 
George, Smuts, Churchill, and many 
others prophesied that when continued 
immigration gave Jews the sanctkm of 
numbers, a Jewish commonwealth would 
rise on the banks of the' Jordan. 

Mr. Speaker, in 1922 the House of 
Representatives and the Senate of the 
United States, by unanimous vote, 
adopted ·a joint resolution favoring the 
establishment of the Jewish homeland 
in Palestine. Two years later, a special 
treaty between England and the United 
states gav~ reenforced American sanc
tion to the mandate for Palestine. I 
should like to call one clause of that 
treaty in particular to your attention. 
It reads: 

Nothing in the treaty shall be affected by 
any modifications which may later be made 
in the terms of the mandate, unless such 
modifications shall have first been assented 
to by the United States. 

The United States has never relin
quished that right. Every American 
President, from Woodrow Wilson to 
Franklin D. Roosevelt, has reaffirmed and 
declared as traditional policy of the 
United States with regard to Palestine
the restoration of the Jewish national 
homeland. 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TALBOT. I yield to the gentle
man from New York. 

Mr. CELLER. I am sure the gentle
man will also point out that the so
called MacDonald White Paper of 1939 
violates the very treaty to which the gen
tleman has referred. 

Mr. TALBOT. That is correct, and I 
will point that out. 

Mr. CELLER. Further, our adminis
tration, including our State Department, 
has seen fit to remain silent in the face 
of that violation. 

Mr. TALBOT. That is correct. 
Mr. Speaker, our support of that Jew

ish homeland 25 years ago was more than 
an act of decency. It was an act of faith. 
And the developments of the past twen
ty-odd years have proved that our faith 
was not misplaced. Jewish Palestine has 
grown from a tiny settlement to a thriv
ing modern community of over half a 
million. Its pionea·s have transformed 
wasteland into rich fields and orchards; 
its workers and teachers have brought 
life not merely to the half-million Jews 
who came there, but also to those millions 
who, throughout the most terrible per
secution in all history, have been sus
tained only by the hope of being able to 
reach their homeland. 

Palestine exists today as the one active 
and loyal ally of the United Nations in 

th·e Middle East. The Jews of Palestine 
have created an oasis of militant democ
racy in a desert of indifference and 
animosity. 

The full story of Palestine Jewry's con
tribution to the war remains to be told, 
and it is imperative that the facts be 
made known now. Here is part of that 
story: 

Jewish Palestine has sent 30,000 volun
teers i.nto direct action against the Axis. 
Thirty thousand, out of a total Jewish 
population of about 550,000, is the equiv
alent of a voluntary enlistment of 8,000,-
000 in the United States. And despite the 
fact that Jews constitute but one-third 
of the Palestine population, a full 75 per
cent of the volunteers are Jews. 

The Palestinian Jewish troops have left 
their dead on every Mediterranean and 
Middle Eastern battlefield. They were 
the suicide units who fought in Eritrea, 
the stevedores who, in Winston Church
ill's words, "unloaded history" in Tunisia, 
the engineers who manned General 
Montgomery's fortifications and trans
portation systems when the Eighth 
Army was engaged in the crucial Battle 
of Egypt. 

Mr. Speaker, there are now over 2,000 
Palestinian Jewish girls driving trucks 
which ferry supplies from north African 
ports to inland bases. 

Moreover, since the outbreak of war, 
the citizens of the Palestine home front 
have upped their industrial production 
threefold. Jewish factories working 
three shifts a day, produced $42,000,000 
worth of vital war materials in 1942. 

Despite the acute farm-labor shortage 
occasioned by the unprecedented num
ber of Jews who have joined the forces 
and entered war plants, Palestine has 
made great strides toward agricultural 
self-sufficiency. It has doubled both the 
area under irrigation and the crop yield. 

Mr. Churchill has said that a people 
is entitled to its freedom to the extent 
that it fights for it. The Jews of Pales
tine are fighting. They are fighting not 
only for their own lives and rights, but 
also for the lives and rights of the mil
lions of European Jews who are unable to 
defend themselves. They are fighting 
in the common struggle to protect the 
rights of all people in all lands. 

And what is more-they have gone 
all-out in this war despite the existence 
of a document which, if implemented, 
will freeze them into a permanent 
minority in their own homeland. That 
document, the Palestine White Paper, 
penned by Prime Minister Chamber
lain's colonial office in 1939, would 
slam the doors of Palestine in the faces 
of all Jewish immigrants on March 31. · 
It was issued to appease those Arabs 
who had been stirred up against the 
British and tl:.e Jews by the Nazis and 
the Fascists. It rewards Britain's ene
mies and penalizes her best friends in the 
Middle East. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TALBOT. I yield to the gentle
man from New York. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I am in full accord 
with the gentleman's statement and am 
very grateful for his fine remarks, but I 

call his attention to the fact that Pales
tine could not absorb all of the perse
cuted Jews who are doomed to die unless 
something is done by the Allied Nations. 
I have introduced House Joint Resolu
tion 154 to admit temporarily into this 
country only for the duration of the war 
a number of people who are physically, 
mentally, and morally good. Can the 
gentleman speak on that question, too, 
and state whether he would be willing 
to go along to the extent of admitting a 
number of those people to this country 
as well as to other Allied counties in 
order to save them? 

Mr. TALBOT. At the outset of my re
marks I mentioned that all over this 
country today there are organizations 
consisting not only of Jewish people but 
of Catholic priests, Protestant ministers, 
bishops, and others of our finest people, 
representative of our citizenry, who are 
deeply interested in this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Connect~cut has expired. 

Mr. TALBOT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 2 addi
tional minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Con
necticut? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. TALBOT. Mr. Speaker; Britain is 

today one of the leaders of the United 
Nations. Together with our own Gov
ernment, she gave to the peoples of the 
world the Atlantic Charter. It is incon
gruous that a nation which proclaims 
that all men in all lands should live in 
peace and security should at the same 
time admit authorship of the infamous 
white paper. It is almost incredible 
that the Jewish national homeland, so 
solemnly pledged to the Jewish people 
by Great Britain, should be the one place 
on this earth, outside of Axis-dominated 
countries, where Jews are to be barred, 
simply because they are Jews. 

I believe that the present leaders of 
the British Government are aware of 
that incongruity. They were not re
sponsible for the promulgation of the 
white-paper policy, but they are re
sponsible for its continuation. Five 
years ago, in parliamentary debate on 
that subject, Mr. Churchill rose in the 
House of Commons to denounce the 
white paper in the most vigorous lan
guage. He called it a breach and re
pudiation of the Balfour Declaration and 
of England's sacred obligation as the 
mandatory power entrusted with the es
tablishment of the Jewish national 
homeland and the close settlement of 
Jews on Palestine's soil. Mr. Churchill 
now has an opportunity which comes 
to few leader& against an injustice-the 
chance to implement his words with con
crete actions. 

We in America have .both the legal 
right and the moral duty to strongly urge 
that the British Government should do 
this. There should be no question here 
of embarrassing an Allied nation. This 
business of the white paper is not a del
icate controversial issue in which we dare 
not engage; for it is the existence of the 
white paper which creates controversy 
and not the effort to combat it. 

, 
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Immigration into Palestine is vital to 
the lives of millions of people, and its 
discussion cannot be postponed indef
initely. As cosigners of the 1924 treaty 
with Britain, we in the United States 
must see to it that the mandate of Pal
estine and the Balfour Declaration are 
fulfilled. 

LADIES AUXlLIARY, 
CONG!i.EGATION SoNS OF ISRAEL, 

Derby, Conn., January 13, 1944. 
Twenty-six years have elapsed since the is

suance of the Balfour Declaration by the 
British Government. This statement pledged 
the reestablishment of a national home, for 
the Jewish people in Palestine and was en
dorsed by 52 nations of the world, including 
the United States. In that time the Jewish 
people have demonstrated by its zeal, its ef
forts, and its accomplishments that it stands 
ready to continue its progress in one of the 
great est colonization achievements of mod
ern times. 

At times when the tortured, homeless Jews 
of Europe look to Palestine as their last hope 
of refuge, the very existence of the national 
homeland is being threatened. Under the 
terms of the Palestine White Paper, issued by 
the Chamberlain Government in 1939, Pales
tine is to be closed to Jewish immigration on 
March 31, 1944. This is a clear repudiation of 
a promise undertaken before the world and 
written into international law. This White 
P aper has been condemned by the Perma
nent Mandates Commission of the League of 
Nations as being contrary to the spirit of the 
Balfour Declarat ion: Wherefore be it 

Resolved, That we, the members of the 
Ladies Auxiliary earnestly appeal to the Gov
ernment of the United States to take all 
necessary and appropriate action to insure 
the complete wit hdrawal of the Palestine 
White Paper of May 1939 with its unjustifi
able restrictions on immigration and land 
settlement. We ask that Palestine be opened 
wide to Jewish immigration and that it be 
reconstituted as a Jewish commonwealth so 
that the Jewish people, with all others, may 
share in the just and lasting peace which we 
pray will result from this struggle. 

Mrs. PHILIP BRESLOW, 
President. 

Mrs. ALEXANDER LANDER, 
Secre~ary. 

CONGREGATION BETH-EL, 
Ansoni a, Conn., January 20, 1944. 

In 1917 the British Government, througl} 
tl"le inst rument of the Balfour Declaration, 
guaranteed to the Jewish people a national 
Jewish homeland in Palestine, with the as
surance that Great Britain would do all in 
her power to facilitate the undertaking. 
This agreement was endorsed by 52 nations, 
including the United States. On the basis 
of this promise, the Jewish people have built 
in Palestine a thriving an d prosperous com
munity out of waste desert lands. 

The MacDonald White Paper, issued by 
the Chamberlain government in 1939, is a 
betrayal of Britain's promise.' This paper, 
which will go into effect April 1, 1944, cuts 
off all Jewish immigration into Palestine and · 
restricts land sales to Jews. 

At a period when, more tlian ever, millions 
o! destitute Jews look to Palestine as their 
only refuge, the white paper constitutes a 
:flagrant breach of faith: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That we, the members of the 
Congregation Beth-El, urge the Government 
of the United States to use such influence 
as will cause the British Government to 
withdraw in its entirety the Palestine White 
Paper of May 1939. We ask that the gates 
of Palestine be opened wide to Jewish im
migration, that the immigration quota be 
based on the absorptive capacity of Palestine, 
and this to be Judged by the Jewish Agency 
of Palestine, that Palestine be reconstituted 
as a Jewish commonwealth. We call upon 
the Government of the United States to 

demonstrate its belief in the sanctity of in
ternational word by acting to uphold the 
promise made by Great Britain, the United 
States, and 50 other nations. 

OSCAR COHEN, 
President. 

MORRIS DELLIN, 
Secretary. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
the remarks I made on the joint resolu
tion under consideration this afternoon 
and include therein a short editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich
igan? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Under a previous 

order of the House, the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CELLER] is recognized for 
30 minutes. 

ENTRANCE OF REFUGEES INTO THE 
UNITED STATES 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to ·revise and extend 
my remarks and include therein an aide 
memoire prepared for me by the Ameri
can-Jewish Conference on Jewish Refu
gees between 1933 and 1943, inclusive. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, Mr. 

Breckenridge Long, Assistant Secretary 
of State, appeared before the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee on Novem
ber 26, 1943, and testified concerning 
House Resolution 350 and House Reso
lution 352. His testimony has been 
printed, and in reading that testimony 
I find therein so many faults and errors 
with reference to the subject matter of 
the resolutions in question that I deem 
it incumbent to point them out and high
light them. They indicate a culpability 
that cannot go by unnoticed. They must 
be corrected, because they caused grave 
and erroneous impressions in the minds 
of the committee members, and false no
tions in the minds of the public gener
ally. They seem to indicate not only a 
lack of appreciation of the subject mat
ter of the resolutions but seem to indi
cate that the gentleman, in questions in 
his testimony, went pretty far afield in 
his desire to bolster his forced and false 
conclusions. A little research would 
have told him of -his blunders. He de
serves condign criticism. It indicates 
that he is no longer entitled to hold 
sway over refugees and visas. For ex
ample, he said, in his testimony as it 
appears on page 32, as follows: 

We have been interested in refugees, and I 
think there has been some indisposition on 
the part of some officers to accept a thought 
that the American Government ought to spe
cialize and make it particularly direct that 
we .are interested only in the Jews. We have 
felt from the start that we could not exclude 
other persons from our governmental and 
official activities. 

On page 45 appears the following as 
Mr. ·Long's testimony: 

The State Department's policy, I think, 
must be that we cannot exclude persons from 
our sympathy and our sympathetic attention 
if they are not Jews. · 

No one asked Mr. Long or anyone con
nected with the State Department to ex-

elude non-Jews. I think it is degrading 
and shameful that an official of our ad
ministration should imply, much less 
aver, that we intend to withhold aid from 
non-Jews. We are in favor of aid to all 
persons, but beyond that, and not as a 
substitute, we want a special and an ex
traordina:r;y aid concomitant with espe
cial and extraordinarily cruel treatment 
of Jews and all others threatened with 
death: No minority people are treated 
as cruelly as the Jew. All others are in a 
prison, but the Jew is in a death cham
ber. All others may with victory ulti
mately breathe free, but the Jew iS in a 
charnel house-most of them already are 
in a sepulcher. 

The gentleman from California [Mr. 
RoGERS], who is present in the Chamber, 
has offered one of the aforesaid resolu
tions providing extraordinary treat
ments for those who are being extraordi
narily and cruelly treated. It calls for 
the establishment of a special board ap
pointed by the President to find havens 
and refuge for the victims of Nazi tyr
anny. The President in his wisdom Sat
urday last, by Executive directive, set up 
the War Refuge Board, similar to the 
authority the gentleman from California 
[Mr. ROGERS] advocated, and the Presi
dent stressed in an accompanying state
ment to his directive the very details that 
are embodied in the so-called Rogers 
resolution, and he asked directly and by 
inference that especial treatment be ac
corded the Jews, who are being heinously 
tortured and pillaged and plundered l>Y 
Hitler and his Quislings. 

Further, on page 22 of the testimony 
of Mr. Long we find the specific state-
ment: · 

The point is made that the historic attitude 
of the United States in providing a haven to 
the oppressed has not been stopped. The 
State Department has kept the door open. It 
is perfectly screened. The door is 
open. • * • There are vacancies on the 
list of quotas. · 

That is an astonishing statement and 
does not square With the facts. The 
"door is not open." It is on a tiny, a 
very tiny crack. For example, fewer im
migrants entered during the past fiscal 
year than entered during the last 80 
years. Not since 1863 have less immi
grants come to our country. At a time 
when mass murders in Festung Europa 
were greatest; in 1943, when the doors of 
refuge should have be-en kept open, they 
were deliberately, . practically closed. 
Only 5.9 percent of all immigrants ad
missible came in in that year. Nobody is 
asking for any change in the immigra
tion statutes. We are asking changes in 
the impossible conditions and cruel, 
cold-blooded regulations that are laid 
down as to "screening" by the Depart
ment of State, and particularly by Mr. 
Long . . 

However, because of the richly de
served criticisms brought against Mr. 
Long, I am happy to state that those in 
authority in the Department of State are 
about to decree that Mr. Long shall no 
longer be in charge of refugees and visas. 
As proof positive of the blunder made by 
Mr. Long when he undertook to state 
what he thought was the attitude of the 
State Department with reference to ref .. 
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ugees, we find a member of the Cabinet 
in a different Department, Mr. Biddle, 
the Attorney General, taking issue with 
him. Mr. Biddle emphatically and 
scorchingly took issue with Mr. Long. 
You can see how serious was the mis
chief. It is rare that a Cabinet officer 
chalienges the statemeat of any Assist
ant Secretary. It is only done when a 
serious and dreadful error has been 
made. 

Mr. Long has sought to give the im
pression that we had received in 10 years 
580,000 immigrants and that most were 
Jewish refugees. The 580,000 mentioned 
by Long include visas authorized for 
quota, nonquota persons, and those in 
transit. Often a visa authorized is not 
issued. One issued is frequently not even 
used. Mr. Long, without even so much 
as ''bY your leave," bunched transients, 
visitors, and nonquota entrants and or
dinary immigrants with refugees. He 
thus gave the impression that we gave 
sanctuary to 580,000. That was utterly 
false. Mr. Biddle explained that within 
the last 10 fiscal years the average num
ber of quota and nonquota immigrants 
was only 26,647, although the annual 
quota was 153,774, and that in the year 
ending June 30, 1943, only 23,725 persons 
entered the country, 13,000 of them being 
nonquota. Mr. Biddle added: 

During the same 10-year period the an
nual average number of persons emigrating 
from the United States was 24,000, leaving a 
net increase of 23,287 immigrants. More
over, while in 1920 the aliens constituted 
6.9 'percent of the population in the United 
States, at the present time they comprise 
little more than 3 percent of the popula
tion. 

In contrast to Mr. Long, Mr. Biddle 
gives facts, not fancy. 

It is one thing for the Congress to 
. pass acts with reference to immigration, 
and it is another thing for those in 
charge of the administration of the 
statute so to administer it as to deny 
the intent of Congress as embodied in 
the statute. Mr. Long, for example, set 
up all manner and kinds of conditions 
and restraints with reference to the ap
plications for entering of immigrants, 
and among them he said that no one 
shall be permitted entrance if the per
son intending to enter has relatives in 
Axis-controlled Europe, and he laid 

· down as a condition precedent to en
. trance that the Interdepartmental Visa 

and Control Committee · can~ot permit 
entry if the intended immigrant has 

· such a relative in Nazi-controlled Eu
rope. Ipso facto, that regulation cut 

- off ·well-nigh 90 percent of all potential 
: refugees from Europe. Be advised that 

most refugees have some relatives in 
Axis-controlled Europe. That regula
tion in and of itself cut down immigra
tion to - the bone. Mr. , Long had tlie 
hardihood. to say that he was still adher- · 
ing to the historic attitude of the United 
States as -a haven for -the oppressed. 
Frankly,- the Statue of Liberty in New 
York Harbor is supposed· to hold up a 
light beside a golden door to welcome 
the tempest-tossed of all lands. If Mr. 
Long · has his way, that light will have 

- to b-e blotted out and the Statue of Lib
. erty can no longer welcome in immi

grants to this country, 

Mr. Long . ruled that the Interdepart
mental Visa Control Committee could 
not give a reason for rejection of an ap
plication for a visa for a refugee. It 
takes months for applications to be 
acted upon. Five departments must re
port on each sponsor and each immi
grant, whether the latter be iri Europe 
or in this country or wherever he may be. 
The Departments involved are the State, 
War, Navy, and Justice Departments, 
and the· F. B. I. Each Interdepart
mental Visa Committee is composed of 
representatives from each of these five 
entities. It takes at least 6 months be
fore the investigation is completed. A 
hearing is held. The sponsor for the 
immigrant or his lawyer appears and 
pleads. It takes months for a decision 
to be reached. Then no reason is given 
for a rejection of the application. If 
national security is involved, of course, 
no reason should be given, but if that 
is not the case, why should not a reason 
for the turn-down be set forth so that, if 
possible, the causes of refusal of en
trance might upon a renewed application 
be removed. 

Further, no application can be re
newed 'until 6 months have elapsed. If 
finally, in many instances the applica
tion, after all these vicissitudes, is grant
ed, it is granted for a corpse. In every 
court a reason is given for an adverse de
cision. But before Mr. Long and his set
up everybody is kept in complete dark
ness. Furthermore, 50 percent of the 
judgments of the Interdepartmental 
Committees, the visa-control commit
tees, have been reversed by the Presiden
tial Board of Appeals, clearly indicating 
that in at least 50 percent of the cases 
which were controlled by Mr. Long, he 
was wrong, and that the application 
should have been granted and not turned 
down. These appeals consume more val
uable time. Meanwhile Hitler's hangmen 
do not wait. 

Mr. Long testified as follows, also on 
page 22: 

Mr. LoNG. In December 1941 most neutral 
shipping disappeared from the seas. Prior 
to that there had been neutral shipping, and 
some Amei·ican ships have been running; but 
as of that time there was pract~cally noth
ing. There are today a few little Spanish 
and a few little Portuguese vessels which are 
coming in here, and the State Department 
continues to issue visas to refugees. We are 
issuing visas to the extent of about 100 a 
week. . 

Mr. MuNDT. The limitation of 100 per week 
is now imposed by the shipping limitations 
rather than by any li~itations of the State 
Department as to the number of visas avail
able? 

Mr. LoNG. The movement of the people has 
stopped. 

That statement does no~ square with 
the facts. Mr. Long is wrong when he 
says that visas were being issued to the 
extent of_ about 100 a week, which 
would make 400 a month. ln truth and 
in fact, _visas were issued at · the rate of 
only about 200 a month. -Now as to 
shipping · space, or ships, Spanish and 
Portuguese vessels are now calliitg 'regu
larly at ports all along the Atlantic coast 
and there are many others. I went to 
the trouble of examining Lloyds Register 
of Ships and I also ·have ·before me· an 
excellent report of the World Jewish 

Congress, entitled "Neutral Shipping 
Facilities" by A vram A. Juditch, mem
ber o_f the Yugoslav Jewish Representa
tive Committee. I gather, therefrom, 
that aside from ships coming from 
Argentina and to the United States and 
going from the United States to the 
Argentine, and the same with Chile, I 
find that there were 25 passenger ships of 
various tonnages available, plying across 
the Atlantic between the United States 
and Spain, 16 Swedish ships, 11 Portu
guese ships, and 12 Turkish ships. 
Those ships could have carried thou
sands of refugees into the Unit~d States 
if they were otherwise admissible, so that 
when Mr. Long says there was no ship
ping space, he does not know what he 
is talking about or deliberately aid not 

. deal with the truth, in either of which 
events it is a sad commentary on affairs 
as conducted by Mr. Long as head of 
the Visa and Refugee Division of the 
State Department. That is not all. I 
went to the trouble of examining Lloyds 
Register of Shipping with reference to 
cargo ships. Mr. Juditch likewise pre
sents interesting data on cargo ships. 
The ships th~t I spoke of before, 16 
Swedish ships, the 25 Spanish ships, and 
the 11 Portuguese ships, were passenger
bearing vessels. There were several 
hundred cargo vessels that were plying 
the Atlantic during the time ir.. question, 
owned by Argentina, Chile, Portugal, 
Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, and Tur
key-a veritable bridge of ships in the 
registry of neutral countries, and those 
intended immigrants would have been 
only too happy to sleep even on a . board 
on a cargo vessel. Many cargo vessels 
carry passengers or can be made to do 
so. So that there could have been thou
sands more of refugees brought into 
this fair land of ours, even on cargo 
ships. The Long attitude said "No." 
The Long gates are down. The Long 
door is closed. 

Remember this is the same Mr. Long 
who called the Italian conquest of Ethi
opia, "the fruitable har.vest of Mussolini 
enterprise." 
STATEMENT BY THE COMMISSION ON RESCUE 01' 

THE AMERICAN JEWISH CONFERENCE 

• • • • • 
I 

In presenting statistics on the number of 
refugees admitted into the .United States, Mr. 
Long gave the State Department's total-
580,000 in a 10-year period-of visa~ issued, 
quota, nonquota, and even transit. Let us 
dwell a bit, again, on these figures. I must 
set the record completely straight. 

To whom · were these visas issued? Mr. 
Long's testimony tended to create the er
roneous impression that all580,000 were Jews. 
Of the 580,000 visas issued, only 476,930 were 
used by immigrants. Of the latter, ahout 
250,000 were refugees from Hitlerism, and not 
all of them were Jews. Furthermore, it 
should be pointed out that during the same 
period, 87,634 aliens were deported from this 
country, thus reducing further the total 
number of immigrants accrued in the 10 
years under consideration. 

The ofticial figures of the Immigration and 
. Naturalization Service reveal that in the 
period between January 1, 1933, and June 30, 
1943, the number of Jews who came in under 
national quotas totaled 166,843. The total 
number of Jews admitted on emergency visas 
was 43,089, but some of these were included 
in the 166,843, since they later reentereq 

J 
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under the national quotas. These totals in
clude JeWish immigrants from all over the 
world, some of whom were not refugees from 
Hitler. 

n 
The restrictions on immigration imposed 

by the State Department are a definite 
hindrance to the rescue program. In the past 
year, only 5.9 percent of the immigrants per
mitted under the quota law were admitted. 
This is due, in part to the elaborate "screen
ing" process established by the State Depart
ment. We agree that every precaution must 
be taken in the interests. of security to pre
vent the admission of enemy agents, but 
existing procedure is needlessly cumbrous. 
In other countries refugees are admitted, in
terned, and released after complete investi~ 
gation. A harsh and unjustifiable rule of the 
Visa Division weighs very heavily against the 
admission of persons with near relatives in 
Axis Europe. This serves to bar admission to 
many people in need of a haven. 

• • 
IV 

Mr. Long has released the text of the man
date of the Intergovernmental Committee 
now functioning in London, and declared 
that according to this mandate, the Com
mittee was given "plenary authority to do 
wpatever they can within and without Ger
many and the occupied territories." This 
statement has been widely interp1·eted to 
mean that the Committee is empowered to 
deal with all phases of the problem of rescue, 
including direct negotiations with Germany 
for the release of Jews and other persecuted 
peoples. 

But Mr. Long's interpretation has now been 
termed "absolutely incorrect" by the head
quarters of the Intergovernmental Com
mittee in London, according to cable dis
patches. Patrick Malin, American vice di
rector of the Intergovernment Committee, 
denied that the Committee mandate can be 
interpreted to mean, as Mr. Long said, that 
the Intergovernmental Committee has been 
given "the authority to do whatever it can 
within and without Germany and the oc
cupied territories." Mr. Malin pointed out 
that the mandate was extended specifically 
with respect to persons and not countries. 

In view of these contradictory interpre
tations, we urge immediate clarification of 
the situation. Confusion and confiict of 
opinion at this late date are inexcusable. 

The failure to rescue Jews from the Balkan 
countries was not attributable entirely to the 
opposition of the Nazis, as Mr. Long's testi
mony has indicated. It is known that red 
tape and delay on the part of the British 
authorities were responsible for the fact that 
full advantage was not taken of all the op
portunities presented. 

Mr. Speaker,' at this point I desire to 
offer the Aide-Memoire of the American 
Jewish Conference, which I adverted to 
heretofore, and for which I have received 
unanimous consent to include in the 
REcORD as my own remarks: 
AMERICAN JEWISH CONFERENCE-RESEARCH 

DEPARTMENT-AmE-MEMOIRE ON JEWISH 
REFUGEES, 1933-43 

CONTENTS 

I. Displacement of Jewish population tn 
Europe 

What happened to the 8,250,000 Jews who 
in September 1939 lived in the countries now 
dominated by the Axis? Refugees, evacuees, 
and deportees. Countries of immigration 
which admitted refugees and evacuees. 
Countries to which Jews have been deport
ed by the Nazis. 
11. JewiSh immigration into the United States 

General immigration, quota and non
quota. Jewish immigration, number of 
refugees. Unfilled quotas. Emigration from 

the United States. Ratio of Jewish immi
grants to Jewish population. 
III. United States visa procedure in wartime 

Application for visas (Form BC). Consid
eration of applications by Government agen
cies. Criteria for admission of aliens in 
wartime. Preparation of application. Pri
mary committee. Advisory approval, period 
of validity. Review of application by inter
departmental visa review committee. Board 
of appeals. Application of aliens of enemy 
nationality. Suspended cases. Quota year. 

IV. Comments on visa procedure 
Filing of application often delayed on ac

count of difficulty in obtaining information 
from applicant abroad. Latest changes in 
BC form complicate procedure. "Hostage 
angle" handicaps approval. Occupational ex
perience interpreted as "useful to war ef
fort." Applicants from Spain and Portugal 
have to account for the manner in which 
they reached those countries. Refugees not 
in "acute danger" denied visas. Internees in 
camps cannot obtain visa unless they reach 
consulate, but cannot be freed unless they 
obtain visa. 

AMERICAN JEWISH CONFERENCE-AIDE-MEM
OIRE ON JEWISH REFUGEES, 1933-1943 

I. DISPLACEMENT OF THE JEWISH POPULATION 
IN EUROPE 

Since the advent of Hitler in 1933, and par
ticularly since the outbreak of war in 1939, 
the Jewish population in every European 
country has been displaced from its original 
habitation by voluntary emigration, evacua
tion, or deportation. For purposes of our 
present analysis, all those who have escaped 
the Nazi dominated and occupied countries, 
are classified as refugees (including evac
uees); all others are deportees. The latter 
category embraces those who have been de
ported from one country to anotheJ:: (in Nazi 
Europe) or from one place to another with
in the limits of the same country. It should 
further be noted that the classification of 
"refugees" does not include the Jewish im
migrants from eastern Europe or other coun
tries prior to the Nazi occupation of these 
countries. 

The following table gives the country of 
origin of refugees and deportees: 

TABLE I.-Jewish refUgees and deportees, 
1933-43, classified by category and country 
of origin 1 

Deportees 

Refugees 

Country (includ· From Withln 
ing evac- one the limits Total 

uees) country of the 
to an· same 
other country 

All countries •• 2, 391,000 665,000 2, 205,000 5, 261,000 

Poland _________ 525,000 --------2,000,000 2,525,000 
Union of Soviet 

Socialist Re· 
publics _______ 1, 200,000 

Germany_______ 2S5, 000 
Austria_________ 100,000 
Rumania_______ 100,000 
France__ __ ______ 30, 000 
Protectorate____ 25,000 
Slovakia__ ______ 10,000 
Lithuania_______ 10, 000 
Latvia__________ 15, 000 
Belgium________ 25,000 
Holland ___ ----- 25, 000 
Yugoslavia_____ 8, 000 
Greece__________ 3, 000 
Bulgaria ___ _____ ----------
Other Europe· 

---- - --- ---------- 1, 200,000 
160, 000 445, 000 

20, 000 120, 000 
1~& 888 --ioo;ooo· ~gg; ~ 
30,000 40,000. 95, 000 
60, 000 20, 000 90, 000 

50,000 
80,000 
2-5,000 
10,000 
10,000 

30, 000 40, 000 
15, 000 30, 000 

75,000 
105,000 
33,000 
13, 000 
_10,000 

an countries___ 30, 000 5, 000 35,000 

1 From Jewish Refugee, by Kurt R. Grossman and 
Arich Tartakower (in manuscript) to be published by 
the Institute of Jewish Afi'airs, American and World 
Jewish Congress, ch. X, table I. 

It appears from thfs table that ~.261,000 
Jews, out of a total of ~.250,000 Jewish popu-

lation in the same area in 1939, have lreen 
uprooted from their original homes. The 
refugees who escaped Nazi dominated and 
occupied European countries have found 
their way to various parts of the world to 
countries of immigration overseas, to the 
interior of U. S. S. R. and to neutral coun
tries in Europe. 

The following te.ble gives the distribution 
of these refugees (and evacuees) in the vari
ous free countries: 

TABLE IV-Jewi sh refugees, 1933-43, classified 
by country of immigration-( and asylum) 

All countries ____________________ 2, 421, 000 

U. S S. R-------------------- 1, 800, 000 United States _______________ _ 

Palestine-------------------
England--------------------
Switzerland-----------------
Spain-----------------------Argentina __________________ _ 

Brazil-----------------------Chile _______________________ _ 
Bolivia ________ :_ ____________ _ 

Uruguay -------------------
Other Latin American 

190,000 
120,000 

65,000 
16,000 

212,000 
50,000 
25,000 
14,000 
12,000 
7,000 

countries__________________ 20, 000 
China_______________________ 25,000 
South Africa________________ 8, 000 
Australia____________________ 9, 000 
Canada--------------------- 8, 000 
Other countries______________ 40, 000 

1 Tables II and m are complied on the 
basis of data in Jewish Refugee, ch. X. 

1 It is estimated that only some 2,300 Jewish 
refugees have remained in Spain, as of Jan. 
12, 1944 (JTA News Jan. 13, 1944). 

The number of Jewish refugees in the 
U. S. S. R. comprises 1,200,000 Soviet citizens 
of White Russia, the Ukraine, and parts of 
other previously occupied territories, and 
600,000 from eastern Poland and the Baltic 
States which were occupied by the Red Army 
in 1939. Those refugees were evacuated by 
the Soviet authorities into the interiors of 
Asiatic Russia. 

The number of refugees admitted to the 
United States (190,000) is calculated on the 
basts of the total Jewish immigration to this 
country less that which came from Canada, 
Poland, Rumania, Lithuania, and Hungary 
prior to the war. (The figure 190,000 includes 
some 25,000 nontmmigrants who came in on 
temporary visas, as visitors, etc.) 

The number of refugees who entered Pal
estine ( 120,000) is only part of the total 
Jewish immigration into that country during 
the same period, which was about 300,000. 

Sweden should be added as a country of 
refuge, as it is giving asylum now to some 
12,000 Jewish refugees from Denmark and 
other parts of Europe. 

In Portugal many Jewish refugees are i.a 
transit, leaving there some 500 to 600 at a 
time. 

Hungary has recently admitted several 
thousand JeWish refugees who escaped from 
Poland through the "underground." 

TABLE lli.-Jewish deportees (including refu
gees trapped in occupied territories), ac
cording to country of deportation (includ
ing deportees within the limits of their own 
country) 

All countries-------------------- 2, 840, 000 

Poland---------------------- 2,600,000 
Occupied Soviet territory_____ 1 50,000 
France______________________ 55,000 
Belgiuin--------------------- 30,000 
Holland--------------------- 35,000 
Other European countries____ 70, 000 

1 This figure is indeterminate, as it tpaY 
vary in tens of thousands. 

With the exception of Poland and the OC• 
cupied parts of the U. S. S. R., to which de• 
portees from all countries were taken, th~ 
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countries mentioned in this table harbored 
refugees from central, eastern, and western 
Europe who were trapped by the Nazi occu
pation. 

n. JEWISH IMM'IGRAT!ON INTO THE UNITED 
STATES, 1933-43 1 

1. General immigration 
The total number of allen immigrants en

tering this country from June 30, 1933, to 
June 30, 1943 (10 years) was 476,930. Of 
these, 292,882 were quota immigrants. The 
total quota for the same period was 1,537 ,740. 
This means that less than one-fifth of the 
quota was actually admitted to this country. 
(Quota immigrants are classified according .to 
country of birth.) It should be pointed out, 
that of the total annual quota allotted to all 
counrles, 55 percent is allocated to Great 
Britain, Northern Ireland, and the Irish Free 
State, and about 16 percent to Germany and 
Austria. Poland receives 4 percent; Italy, 
3.7 percent; France and Sweden, 2.1 percent 
each; the other countries, 1 p.ercent or less 
each. 

2. Jewish immigration 
The total number of Jewish immigrants 

entering the United States during the same 
10-year period was 165,756. To this may be 
added 43,089 nonimmigrants who were ad
mitted on temporary visas. (Some of these 
nonimmigrants changed their status as im
migrants after reentering the country on per
manent visas.) Out of thi,s total of 208,845, 
about 190,000 were refugees. (See previous 
section, table II and explanation.) 

3. Unfilled quotas 

Unfilled t!uotas for all countries in the 
past 10 years totaled 1,244,858. Unfilled 
quotas during the same period for 20 coun
tries now Axis dominated or occupied, totaled 
341,567. 

From June 1933 to June 1939, when emi
gration from Germany and Austria -was still 
possible on a large scale, the United States 
admitted from those countries only 78,009 
quota immigrants (of which 55,550 were 
Jews), i. e ., less than half of the admissible 
quota. The admissible quota for the same 
period for Germany and Austria was 27,370 
per year, or a total of 164,220 for the 6-year 
period. 

In 1943, the total quota immigration into 
the United States was 9,045, or 5.9 percent of 
an admissible quota of 153,774. Even count
ing all immigrants-quota and nonquota
admitted to this country in 1943, the total 
was only 23,725, which was the lowest num
ber since 1862. 

4. Emigmtion from the United States 
During the same period (1933-34) 243,965 

legal alien residents of the United States left 
the country. Of these, 2,161 were Jews. 
Thus, the total net immigration (quota and 
nonquota) to this country for the past 10 
years was 232,965, while the net Jewish immi
gration (immigrants and nonimmigrants) 
was 206,684. 

5. Ratio of Jewish immigrants to Jewish 
population 2 

The Jewish immigrants who entered the 
United States in the past decade (208,845) 
constituted only 4.1 percent of the Jewish 
population in this country (estimated at 
5,000,000) and about 2.5 percent of the total 
Jewish population (8,2o0,000) that lived in 

·1939 in the European countries of emigration, 
now dominated by the Axis. Compared with 
other countries of immigration and refuge, 
this is the lowest ratio. England, for ex
ample, having admitted 65,000 Jewish refu
gees, increased its Jewish population by 21.7 
percent. Similarly, the 16,000 Jewish refu-

1 Sources: Jewish refugee: National Refu
gee Service; interpreter releases, published by 
Common Council tor American Unity. 

2 Source: Jewish Refugee, ch. X, table IV. 

gees in Switzerland constitute 8.6 percent of 
the local Jewish population; in Argentina, 
23.2 percent; Australia, 37.5 percent; South 
Africa, 8.8 percent; Canada, 5.2 percent. 

The following table presents an analysis 
of the annual quota for each country of emi
gration, the number of quota immigrants ad
mitted to the United States, and the num
ber of registered applicants for visas. 

TABLE IV.l_General and Jewish quota immi
gration into the United States, June 30, 
1933-June 30, 1943 

SELECTED COUNTRIES NOW UNDER. AXIS DOMINA
TION 

Country of birth 10-year 
quota 

Regis-
Total TotaJ tere~ 

general, Jewish, appii-
1933- 43 1933-43 t octr:~_9f, 

1939 8 

------1-------------
All countries ••••. 1, 537, 740 :292,882 165, 75(j 513,528 

--- - --

149, 231 1 447, 275 
Total, 20 

countries. 571,070 229,.503 

Belgium _________ 13, 040 3, 488 1, 471 2, 701. Bulgaria _________ 1, 000 616 1, 418 
Czechoslovakia •• 28,740 13,549 7, 052 36,868 
Danzig __ ------·- 1,000 503 497 Denmark ________ 11,810 1, 989 55 3,327 Estonia __________ 1,160 481 1,828 France ___________ 

30,860 7,402 2, 095 4, 731 
Germany-------- :.?59, 570 121, 454} 97, 321 240,748 Austria __________ 14, 130 1, 848 Greece ___________ 

3, 070 3, 051 117 3, 267 
Hungary--------- 8, 6!l0 6, 374 4,117 24, 842 
Italy------------- 58,020 21,149 953 4,~7 Latvia ___________ 2,300 1,170 7. 7 Lithuania ________ 3,860 2, 217 1, 696 5,6'J6 Luxemburg ______ 1,000 ~100 --i;4sii- ----T44ii Netherlands.··-- 31, 530 4,Ml 
Norway •.••••••• 23,770 2, 979 31 13,716 
Poland .•• ------- 65,240 29,151 Z7, 741 78,409 Rumania ________ 3, 770 3, 310 2, 719 16,072 
Yugoslavia ______ 8, 450 3, 931 453 6, 961 
Other countries, 

Jewish immi-
gration, 1,921. 

1 Source: Releases of the Immigration and Naturali
zation Service, U. S. Department of Justice. (Infor
mation supplied by the K ational Refugee Service.) 

2 Includes quota and nonquota alien immigrants (by 
country of birth). 

3 Registered applicants for visas at the United States 
consulates abroad. Information supplied by llicem, 
according to United States Consular Service reports. 

III. UNITED STATES VISA PROCEDURE IN WAR 
TIME 3 

(a) Application tor visas 
Alien applicants desiring visas to the 

United States-whether for permanent im
migration, ·preference quota, temporary, or 
transit-must have BC forms filed in their 
behalf with the Visa Division of the United 
States Department in Washington, D. C. 

Form BC, issued by the Visa Division (sec
ond revision, July 1, 1943), is 50 inches in 
length (four legal-size sheets printed on both 
sides) and contains all questions pertinent 
to information required by the State Depart
ment regarding the alien applicant. 

(There are some categories of aliens for 
whom no BC form may be required, such as 
native-born citizens of independent coun
tries of the Western Hemisphere, British 
native-born subjects, citizens of Canada or 
Newfoundland, persons entitled to nonquota 
status except enemy aliens, etc.) 

Part B of Form BC is to be filled out by 
the alien applicant or by an American spon
sor who is most familiar with his personal 
history and background. Each applicant 
over 18 years of age must fill out a separate 
form (B). Part C is to be filled out by the 
financial sponsor. Each alien must have two 
sponsors. If the sponsors, or the alien ap
plicant (if he happens to be in this coun-

a According to Interpreter Releases, pub
lished by Common Council for American 
Unity, volume XX, No. 40, October 29, 1943. 
A Summary of Visa Procedure in Wartime, by 
Cecllia Razovsky Davidson. 

• 

try), wiEh to appear for a hearing before the 
Interdepartmental Visa Review Committee, 
they must file an application for such a hear
ing (Form IVRC-1) together with the BC 
forzr. Witnesses (may be citizens or aliens) 
who know the applicant's life history may 
also appear for a hearing, upon filing a notice 
of appearance at the same time as the spon
sors. 

(b) Administrative procedure in the Visa 
Division 

1. Consideration of Applications by Four 
Bodies Possible 

Under the authority vested in the Secretary 
of State by the President's proclamation of 
November 14, 1941, restricting entry into and 
departure from the United States of all per
sons, the Visa Division has set up a series 
of steps by which applications of aliens are 
given careful consideration and review, to in
sure the interests of the United States during 
this national emergency. 

Applications may be considered by four 
instances: First by a primary committee, 
next by an interdepartmental visa review 
committee, then by the board of appeals, and 
last by the Secretary of State, who has final 
authority. 

2. Criteria for Admission of Aliens in 
Wartime 

Among the classes of aliens deemed preju
dicial to public interest, there is one group 
of aliens having close relatives in enemy 
countries. It is considered that since the 
relatives are kept as hostages by the eriemy, 
the alien immigrant might be forced to en
gage in activities in the United States of 
America which might be detrimental to our 
country. However, the regulations make it 
clear that this factor is to be considered 
along with other evidence and should not be 
cause for denial to enter. 

Emphasis is now placed on the probability 
of the alien being of benefit to our country, 
especially in defense work. 

Close relatives-parents, husband, wife, 
children-in this country are also considered 
as factors favorable for admission of aliens, 
since the reunion of families is regarded as 
beneficial to the morale of the American citi
zens, or residents, involved. 

3. Preparation of Application for Primary 
Committee 

Form BC must be filed in six copies with the 
Visa Division of the State Department. After 
ascertaining the sponsor's financial ade
quacy, a copy of the form is sent to the inves
tigating agencies: The Immigration and Natu
ralization Service, F. B. I., Military Intelli• 
gence, Naval Intelligence, and the State De
partment. It usually takes from 3 to 6 weeks 
for the reports to come from these agencies. 
An examiner then prepares the material for 
the Interdepartmental Visa Committee, 
known also as the Primary Committee. 

4. Action by the_ Primary Committee 
The Primary Committee consists of one rep. 

resentative from each of the departmentS' 
mentioned in the preceding paragraph. If 
the case is approved-i. e., advisory approval is 
granted-it is forwarded to the consul abroad 
for action. If the consul-who has final deci
sion in granting a visa-is satisfied as to the 
applicant's eligibility, he requests a quota 
number from the State Department in 
Washington. The latter cables a qu::>ta 
number, or sends it air mail, if one is available. 
If the consul disapproves, the case is referred 
back by him to the St ate Department for 
further consideration. 

5. Period of Validity of Advisory Approval 
An advisory approval is valid for 6 month3. 

If the applicant did not obtain his visa by 
that time, for whatever reason, the sponsor 
has to apply for an extension, indicating his 
continued intel'est in the applicant aud ability 
to support him. 
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6. Interdepartmental Visa Review Committee 

This committee, consisting of representa
tives of the same departments as those of the 
Primary Committee, reviews the cases of 
applicants rejected by the Primary Committee. 
It conducts hearings, at .which the sponsors 
or;and other witnesses may appear. The 
dE"cision is made on the basis of the informa
tion in the record and the testimony of the 
witness. If this committee disapproves the 
case, it goes aut omatically to the Board 
of Appeals. (No appeal to the Board is 
necessary.) 

7. President's Board of Appeals 
The Board of Appeals consists of two mem

bers appointed by the President, who are not 
supposed to represent any branch or agency 
of the Government. Their decision is based 
on the evidence of the record and witness 
submitted by the previous two committees. 
The board may ask these committees for addi
tional investigation and data. The approval 
of the Board may be reversed by the Secretary 
of State, who has final authority. If the 
application is denied by the Board of Appeals, 
it may be renewed by the same or different 
sponsors after 6 months. The entire original 
procedure has to be started over again, as if 
it were a new case. 

8. Applications of Aliens of Enemy Nationality 
All applications for aliens of enemy nation

ality, whether natives, citizens, subjects, or 
denizens of enemy countries, must be consid
ered by the Primary Committee, the Int erde
partmental Visa Review Committee, and even 
if approved by these two bodies, they must 
also be considered by the Board of Appeals. 
(Enemy countries are Germany, Italy,4 Japan, 
Bulgaria, Hungary, and Rumania..) 

9. Suspended Cases 
Visa applications of aliens now residing in 

enemy territory-where there is no American 
consular service-are held in suspense in the 
State Department or at American consulates 
abroad. After the territories are freed the 
applications will have to be renewed. I!, 
however, the applicant can reach an Ameri
can consul before the 6 months of validity 
expire, he may obtain his visa. 

10. Annual Quota 
The annual quota for a given country ex

tends only for 1 fiscal year and may not be 
carried over to a succeeding year. If an 
applicant who has received a visa, having 
been assigned a quota number, is unable to 
sail within the fiscal year of his quota num
ber, he forfeits his visa and has to apply to 
the consul for a new one. It should be noted 
that the quota number is assigned to the 
applicant upon the issuance of the visa. 

IV. COMMENTS ON VISA PROCEDtTRE 5 

1. Filing of application 
Since the BC form must be filed with the 

Visa Division in Washington (and not with 
the consulate abroad), much precious time 

.may be lost in obtaining the necessary infor
mation from an alien applicant who is 
abroad. Very often the American sponsor 
who files the application is not familiar with 
the numerous details of the alien's life his
tory required to be filled out in form BC. 
In some cases due to communication diffi
culties, such information may never be 
obtained. 

4 Italy, having been recognized by the 
United States of America, Great Britain, and 
Soviet Russia, as a cobelligerent, is no longer 
regarded as an enemy alien for purposes of 
selective service in this country. However, 
the State Department has not yet issued any 
statement with regard to immigration from 
Italy. 

6 Source: American Jewish Congress. 

2. Changes !n Form BC (made July 1, 1943)e 

When the BC form was revised by the State 
Department on July 1, 1943, the following 
important changes were made, which com
plicate the procedure: 

(a) The question (No. 15, part B) as to 
the applicant's "places of previous residence 
(city and country)" requires "giving approxi
mate dates since age of 14 years." In the 
former BC form only a 10-year period was 
requested. 

(b) The sponsor must now indicate his 
occupation and his residence for the past 10 
years instead of 5 years. The sponsor is 
required to give more specific informatio~ 
in regard to his American citizenship and 
must answer questions (Nos. 25 to 28, part 
B) about his own political thinking and 
attachment to the United States Consti
tution. 

3. Hostage angle 
Section 7 of this application deals with 

"close relatives in countries other than the 
United States." This section has proved to 
be a serious handicap in the consideration 
,of many cases because the Visa Division still 
takes into consideration the so-called hostage 
clause. This means that the applications of 
people who have relatives in any one of the 
Nazi-occupied countries are usually refused. 
Quite frequently thi3 is the only cause for 
refusal. 

4. Occupational experience 
Question No.9 (part B) dealing with "occu

pational experience" is frequently interpreted 
by the Visa Division as requiring such occu
pational experience as may be regarded "use
ful to the war effort of the United States." 
Such an interpretation is, of course, not pro
fessed publicly, but numerous inquiries along 
these lines lead to the conclusion that this 
is a criterion frequently employed in deter
mining the fitness of an applicant for admis
sion into the country. It serves to disqualify 

. many applicants who are either professionals 
or have been merchants in Europe. 

5. Refugees in Spain and Portugal 
There was a time when applications sub

mitted on behalf of people in Spain and 
Portugal were given preferred consideration. 
This policy has changed completely in the 
past 3 months. Relatives who now appear 
at hearings before the Interdepartmental 
Visa Review Committee are now questioned 
in detail as to "how the applicants got to 
Spain," although members of the committee 
know what is common knowledge to every
body-that these people succeeded in getting 
into Spain from France by escaping over the 
Pyrenees. In this connection another ques
tion put by the committee is with regard to 
the applicant's stay in Spain. Again it is 
common knowledge that people who escape · 
into Spain are arrested and interned at Camp 
Miranda or put into prisons. Many of them 
are released afterward as the result of per
sistent efforts on the part of friendly gov
ernments and private relief organizations. 
Nevertheless, the committee insists on ask
ing the sponsors details concerning the re
lease of the applicrmt. Inevitably most of 
these questions must go unanswered, since 
the people who appear at the hearings usually 
know nothing or very little about the efforts 
in Spain. The failure, however, to answer 
these questions produces an unfavorable 'im
pression on the committee, resulting very 
often in a refusal of the application. 

6. Refugees not in "acute danger" 
Two other considerations militate against 

the granting of visas. The first is a criterion 
entitled "Not Being in Acute Danger." This 
applies to people in such countries as Spain, 
Portugal, Tangier, Jamaica, Cuba, and other 

8 Source: National Refugee Service • 

• 

Latin-American countries. It is, of course, 
true that such people may not be in danger 
of extermination. Many of them, however, 
have relatives in the United States whom 
they naturally wish to join, or generally are 
anxious to begin life anew in America as 
contrasted with the rather hopeless existence 
that most of them lead in places like Jamaica, 
Tangier, etc. In most instances these people 
have no possibility of earning a living in 
these places, since many of them are detained 
in camps. Furthermore, if these refugees 
could leave for the United States, they would 
make room in these places for others to come 
in, yet their applications for visas are in most 
cases refused. 

7. Internees cannot reach consulates 
The second consideration is that the De

partment of State refuses to consider visa ap
plications for refugees who are interned in 
camps in Mauritius, Cyprus, etc., which are 
under British rule. The attitude of the Visa 
Division is th~t it cannot act on these appli
cations so long as these people are not re
leased unconditionally from their internment 
so that they may appear at the consulates in 
person. On the other h_and, the British 
Government will not release these people 
unless they show valid visas for another 
country. The result is a vicious circle. It 
should be noted that the Jewish refugees in 
Mauritius were deported there in 1940, after 
they had tried to enter Palestine without cer
tificates. Many of them have families in the 
United States who are anxious to bring them 
to this country. To date their applications 
have not been acted upon for the reasons 
indicated. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that on Wednesday 
next after disposition of business on the 
Speaker's table I may address the House 
for 20 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab
sence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. RAMSPECK, for the remainder 
of the week, on account of important 
business. 

To Mrs. NoRTON, for an indefinite 
period, on account of illness. 

BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. KLEIN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com
mittee did on January 22, 1944, present 
to the President, for his approval, a bill 
of the House of the following title: 

H. R. 3741. An act to authorize the Secre
tary of the Navy to proceed with the con
struction of certain public works, and for 
other purposes. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. ROGERS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
<at 5 o'clock and 41 minutes p, m.) the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues
day, January 25, 1944, at 12 o'clock noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON ROADS 

The Committee on Roads wi11 meet at 
10:30 a. m. in room 1011, New House 
Office Building, to consider H. R. 3912, 
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on Tuesday, January 25, and Wednesday, 
January 26, 1944. 
COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZA

TION 

The Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization will hold hearings at 10:30 
a.m. on Tuesday, January 25, and Wed
nesday, January 26, 1944, on H. R. 2701, 
ii. R. 3012, H. R. 3446, and H. R. 3489. . 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN 

COMMERCE 

There will be a meeting of the News
print Subcommittee of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, at 
1{1:30 a. m., Tuesday, January 25, 1944. 

Business to be considered: Operi hear
ings on newsprint problems. 
CoMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE AND 

FISHERIES 

The Committee on the Merchant Ma
rine and Fisheries will hold a public 
hearing on Tuesday, January 25, 1944, 
at 10 a. m., the purpose of which will be 
to consider the civil-aeronautics law as 
related to the American merchant ma
i·ine, the development of foreign com
merce, and the protection of the national 
security of the United States. ' 

The Committee on the Merchant Ma
rine and Flsheries will hold a public 
hearing on Thursday, February 3, 1944, 
at 10 a.m., on H. R. 2809, to amend sec
tion 511 of the Merchant Marine Act, 
1936, as amended. 

The Committee on the Merchant Ma
rine and Fisheries will hold a public 
hearing on Thursday, February 10, 1944, 
at 10 a. m., on H. R. 2652, to amend sec
tion 222 (e) of subtitle "Insurance of 
Title II of the Merchant Marine Act, 
1936," as amended. 

COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS 

The hearings on H. R. 2596, to wotect 
Naval Petroleum Reserve No: 1, will be 
continued on Thursday, January 27, 1944, 
at 10:30 a. m. 

COMMITTEE ON FLOOD CONTROL 

SCHEDULE OF HEARINGS ON FLOOD CONTROL BILL 
OF 1944 BEGINNING TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 1, 

1944, AT 10 A. M. 

The Flood ·control Committee will conduct 
hearings on flood-control reports submitted 
by the Chief of Engineers since the hearings 
conducted in June 1943 and on amendments 
to existing law. The committee is definitely 
committed to the view that flood-control 
projects for post-war construction will be 
among the most satisfactory public . works, 
and the committee plans an adequate backlog 
of sound flood-control projects available 
following the war. 

1. Tuesday, February 1: Maj. Gen. Eugene 
Reybold, Chief of Engineers, will open the 
hearings with any statements and recom
mendations he desires to submit covering 
national flood control and the projects that 
t~hould be included in the bill to be reported 
especially as they are related to national de~ 
tense and as they will be important follow
ing the war to provide sound flood-control 
projects and desirable public works, and he 
will supplement l;l.is statements submitted 
to the comm1ttee in June 1943 with any rec
ommendations he cares to submit following 
the said hearings and following the passage 
of the Emergency Flood Control Act author
izing an appropriation of $10,000,000 for the 
repair, restoration, ~nd strengthening of 
levaes and other flood-control works passed 
July 12, 1943. General Reybold will be fol-

lov::ed by Maj. Gen. Tt.omas M. Robins, As
sistant Chief of Engineers, and by Col. George 
H. Goethals, Chief, River and Harbor Flood 
Control Branch, Office of the Chief of En
gip.eers, who will attend the hearings and 
will furnish the members of the committee 
in detail any and all information respecting 
any and all projects on which favorable re
ports have been submitted by the Chief of 
Engineers since June 1943. The district 
engineers and the division engineers have 
furnished to the Chief of Engineers data and 
information covering floods since June 1943 
which will be submitted to the committee. 
It is probable that Brig. Gen. M. C. Tyler, 
president of the Mississippi River Commis
sion, and the division engineer of the lower 
Mississippi Valley division, and. Col. Miles 
Reber, former division engineer, Missouri 
River division, Omaha, Nebr., will appear 
before the committee with respect to proj
ects along the lower Mississippi River and its 
tributaries and- the Missouri River and its 
tributaries before the hearings are concluded. 

2. Wednesday, February 2: General Rey
bold, General Robins, Colonel Goethals, other 
representatives of the Office of Chief of Engi
neers, and proponents and opponents of 
projects in the Pacific Northwest region, in
cluding the Willamette River and the Colum
bia River and tributaries; proponents and 
opponents of projects along the Milk River, 
Mont., the Knife River and tributaries, N. 
Dak., the Boyer River and tributaries, Iowa, 
Red Lake River and tributaries, Minn.; pro
ponents ,and opponents of projects along the 
Rio Grande and tributaries, Colo.; pro
ponents and opponents of projects along 
other rivers- in the western Rocky Mountain 
region, including the States of Colorado and 
Montana. 

3. Thursday, February 3: General Reybold, 
General Robins, Colonel Goethals, other rep
resentatives of the Office of Chief of Engi
neers, and the Director of the Soil Conserva
tion Service, Department of Agriculture and 
proponents and opponents of projects on 
rivers flowing into the Gulf of Mexico west of 
the Mississippi River, including the Trinity 
River in the State of Texas. 

4. Friday, February 4: General Reybold, 
General Robins, Colonel Goethals, other rep
resentatives of the Office of Chief of Engi
neers, and proponents and opponents of 
projects along the upper Mississippi River 
and tributaries, including the IllinOis River 
and tributaries, the Great Lakes region; and 
proponents and opponents of projects along 
Bear Creek, Colo.; Missouri River and tribu
taries at the Kansas Citys, Mo. and Kans.: 
Nishnabotna River, Iowa and Mo. 

5. Tuesday, February 8: General Reybold, 
General Robins, Colonel Goethals, other rep
resentatives of the Office of Chief of Engi
neers, and proponents and opponents of 
projects in the Los Angeles area along .the 
S9.cramento River and tributaries and along 
the San Joaquin River and tributaries. 

6. Wednesday, February 9: General Rey
pold, General Robins, Colonel Goethals, other 
representatives .of the Office of Chief of Engi
neers, and the Director of the Bureau of 
Reclamation, and proponents and opponents 
on projects along the Kern River and tribu
tnries in the Kern River area and along the 
Kings River and tributaries in the Kings 
River area, and including other streams in 
the San Joaquin Valley. 

7. Thursday, February 10: Continuation of 
the projects discussed on February 9. 

8. Friday, February 11: General Reybold, 
General Robins, Colonel Goethals, other 
represetl.tatives of the Office of Chief of Engi
neers, and proponents and opponents of proj
ects in the upper and lower Ohio River and 
tributaries, including Salt -River at Taylors
ville, Ky., the Potomac River and tributaries, 
the New England region, including the Con
necticut and Merrimac Rivers, and the Mid
dle Atlantic region, including New York, 

· Pennsylvania, and New Jersey, and the South 
Atlantic region, including rivers flowing into 
the Atlantic Ocean and Gulf of Mexico east o! 
the Misslssippi River. 

9. Tuesday, February 15: General Reybold, 
G~neral Robins, Colonel Goethals, other 
representatives of tlie Office of Chief of Engi
neers, Gen. M. C. Tyler, president of the Mis-· 
sissippi River Commission and division engi
neer, and proponents and opponents of proj
ects along the lower Mississippi River and 
tributaries including the Red, Arkansas, in
cluding Arkansas River, Conway County, Ark., 
and Purgatoire (Picket Wire) River, Colo.,· 
the White, St. Francis, and Yazoo Rivers. 
· 10. Wednesday, Februal'Y 16: General Rey

bold, General Robins, Colonel Goethals, 
other representatives of the Office of Chief of 
Engineers, Col. Miles Reber, former division 
engineer, Missouri River division, O;maha, 
Nebr., and proponents and opponents of proj
ects along the Missouri River and tributaries. 

11. Thursday, February 17: Continuation 
of the projects dlscussed on February 16. 

12. Friday, February 18: General Reybold, 
Gene!'al Robins, Colonel Goethals, other rep
resentatives of the Office of Chief of Engi
neers, and proponents and opponents of proj
ects in other regions in the United States. 

13. Tuesday, February 22: Representatives 
of the Department of Agriculture, the Weather 
Bureau, Bureau of Reclamation, and other 
governmental agencies. 

14. WedneSday, February 23: Senators and 
Representatives in Congress. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken' from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows·: 

1099. A letter from the War Food Admin
istrator, transmitting the report of the Fed
·eral Surplus Commodities Corporation for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1943; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. · 

1100. A letter from the Administrator of 
Veterans' Affairs, transmitting a draft of a 
proposed bill to relieve certain employees of 
the Veterans' Administration from financial 
liability for certain overpayments and allow 
such credit therefor as is necessary in the 
accounts of Guy F. Allen, Chief Disbursing 
Officer; to the Committee on Claims. 

1101. A letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting report on records 
proposed for disposal by various Government 
agencies; to the Committee on the Disposi
tion of Executive Papers. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule. XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

' By Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee: Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. H. R. 
4033. A bill relating to the use of the penalty 
mail privilege; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1011). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PETERSON of Florida: Committee on 
the Public Lands. H. R. 7956. A bill for the 
protection of the water supply of the city 
of Sitka, Alaslm; with amendment (Rept. 
1012). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under Clause 3 0f rule XXII, public 

bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON of California: 
H. R. 4039. A bill authorizing the Secre

tary of War to conduct a preliminary exam
ination and sul'Vey of Plllar Point at Hal! 
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Moon Bay, San Mateo County, Calif., and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. · 

By Mr. CARLSON of Kansas: 
H. R. 4040. A bill to provide for the sim

plification of the individual income tax; to 
the Committee on Ways 'ftnd Means: 

By Mr. BUFFETT: 
H. R. 4041. A bill to amend the ac:~t relating 

to the construction and maintenance of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
Nebraska City, Nebr.; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FLANNAGAN: 
H. R. 4042. A bill to amend the act of 

September 16, 1942, which provided a method 
of voting in time of war by members of the 
Ia.nd and naval forces absent from the place 
of their residence, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Election of President, 
Vice President, and Representatives in Con
gress. 

By Mr. GATHINGS: 
H. R. 4043. A bill to provide for the sale 

of surplus war materials in small units after 
the present war, to grant veterans preferen
tial rights . to purchase such materials, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Ex
penditures in the Executive Departments. 

By Mr. HAGEN: 
H. R. 4044. A bill conferring jurisdiction 

upon the Court of Claims to hear, determine, 
and render judgment upon claims of Indians 
whose nations, tribes, or bands•formerly were 
members of what was sometimes known as 
the Northern Indian Confederacy, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mf. LUDLOW: 
H. R. 4045. A bill to authorize the issu

ance of drill sergeant's medals; to the Com
mittee on Military Affa.irs. 

By Mr. BEALL: . 
H. R. 4051. A bill to provide Federal Gov· 

ernment aid for the readjustment in civilian 
life of returning World War No. 2 veterans; 
to the Committee on World War Veterans' 
Legislation. 

By Mr. HAYS: 
H. R. 4052. A bill to provide Federal Gov

ernment aid for the readjustment in civilian 
life of returning World War No. 2 veterans; 
to the Committee on World War Veterans' 
Legislation. 

By Mr. LANE: 
H. R. 4053. A bill to provide Federal Gov

ernment aid for the readjustment in civilian 
life of returning World War No. 2 vet erans; 
to the Committee on World War Veterans' 
Legislation. 

By Mr. LARCADE: 
H. R. 4054. A bill to extend the times for 

commencing and completing the construc
tion of a br idge aeross the Calcasieu River at 
or near Lake Charles, La.; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROGERS of California: 
H. R. 4055. A bill to provide Federal Gov

ernment aid for the readjustment in civilian 
life of returning World War No. 2 veterans; 
to the Committee on World War Veterans' 
Legislation. 

By Mr. STEARNES of New Hampshire: 
H. R. 4056. A bill to provide Federal Gov

ernment aid for the readjustment in civilian 
life of returning· World War No. 2 veterans; 
to the Committee on World War Veterans' 
Legislation. 

By Miss STANLEY: 
H. Con. Res. 65. Concurrent resolution to 

establish a joint committee on post-war plan
ning; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SUMNERS of Texas: 
H. Res. 406. Resolution authorizing the 

Committee on the J:4diciary to investigate 
the official conduct of Albert W. Johnson and 
Albert L. Watson, district judges of the 
United States District Court for the Middle 
District of Pennsylvania; to the Committee 
on the JUdiciary. 

H. Res. 407. Resolution to provide !or ex
penses of investigation authorized by House 
Resolution 406; to the Committee on Ac
counts. 

By Mr. COLMER: . 
H. Res. 408. Resolution to create a special 

committee on post-war economic po:::::y and 
planning; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma: 
H. Res. 409. Resolution creating a select 

committee on post-war planning; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. RANKIN: 
H. Res. 410. Resolution to amend clause 

40, rule XI, of the rules of the House of 
Representatives of the Seventy-eighth Con
gress; to the Committee on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follow's: 

By Mr. LEONARD W. HALL: 
H. R. 4046. A bill for the relief of Leo Gott

lieb; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. LUDLOW: 

H. R. 4047. A bill for the relief of Marie 
Vickers and Irene Outten; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERSON of Florida: 
H. R. 4048. A bill for the relief of Daniel 

S. Bagley, Jr.; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. REES of Kansas: 

H. R. 4049. A bill for the relief qf Alfred 
F. Ross; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PETERSON of Florida: . 
H. R. 4050. A bill for the relief of Leo Ed

ward Day and Phillip Tamborello; to the 
Committee on Claims. · 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 

4444. By Mr ANGELL: Petition of certain 
citizens of Portland, Oreg., asking for legisla
tion to formulate a plan to save the surviving 
Jewish people of Europe; to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

4445. By Mr. DIMOND: Petition of sundry 
citizens of Alaska, urging the passage of 
House bill 2082; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

4446. By Mr. FORAND: Resolution of the 
city council of the city of Providence, R. I., 
requesting the Members of Congress repre
senting the State of Rhode Island to sponsor 
and promote the necessary legislation to the 
end that a v'eterans' hospital be erected with
in the State of Rhode Island; to the Commit
tee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

4447. Also, resolution of the General As
sembly of the State of Rhode Island, urging 
the Senators and Representatives from Rhode 
Island in the Congress of the United ~tates 
to bring their influence to bear that action 
may be talren by the Federal Housing author
ities to grant some form of priority to the 
immediate families of men and women in 
the service of the armed forces endeavoring 
to find residence in Rhode Island in the 
quarters of the housing projects developed by 
the Federal Housing authorities in Rhode 
Island; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

4448. Also, resqlution of the General As
sembly of Rhode IsH.md, protesting to the 
Congress of the Uni_ted States against the en
actment of pending House bill 2082 and any 
legislation having as its purpose an~ prohi
bition of the manufacture or the sale or the 
transportation of intoxicating liquors for 
beverage purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

4449. Mr. GOODWIN: Resolution of the 
executive committee of the Disabled Ameri
can Veterans, Department of Massachusetts, 
with reference to hospitalization, adopted 

January 8, 1944, at Boston, Mass.; to the Com
mittee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

4450. By Mr. HAGEN: Petition of Bert 
Berg, Mary L. Burgland, and 24 other petl· 
tioners, all from Thief -River Falls, Minn., 
urging passage of the Townsend bill, H. R. 
1649, as a contribution to America's post-· 
war future; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

4451. Also, petition of Mr. and Mrs. An
drew Hanson and Mr. and Mrs. Elias Angell, 
and 22 petitioners, all from Thief River 
Falls, Minn., urging the passage of House bill 
1701, a bill to protect and enhance the social
security benefits to all persons inducted into 
the military service, and to provide a cushion 
for post-war conditions; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

4452. By Mr. LUDLOW: Petition of sundry 
citizens of the city of Indianapolis, Ind., 
favoring Senate bill 860; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

4453. By Mr. McGREGOR: Petition of the 
membership of the Baptist Church in Pike 
Township, Tunnel Hill, Ohio, urging enact
ment of House bill 2082, to prohibit the 
manufacture, sale, or transPortation of al
coholic liquors in the United States for the 
duration of the war and until the termina
tion of demobilization; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

4454. Also, petition of the membership of 
the Creek Church, Pike Township, Frazeys
burg, Ohio, urging enactment of House bill 
2082 to prohibit the manufacture, sale, or 
tram:portation of alcoholic liquors in the 
United States for the duration of the war 
and until the termination of demobilization; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

4455. By Mr. MOTT: Petition signed by 
Albert Schiermeister, of Lillamina, On·g., 
and 52 other citizens of the State of Oregon, 
urging enactment of House bill 2082 and 
Senate bill 860; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ' 

4456. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution 3725, of 
the city and county of San Francisco, series 
1939, relative to payment of taxes on Gov
ernment property in city and county of San 
Francisco; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands._ 

4457. Also, petition of the Pile Drivers, 
Bridge, Wharf and Dock Builders, Local Union 
34, of California, at San Francisco, to assure 
a vote in 1944 to all members in the armed 
forces; to the Committee on Elections. 

4458. Also, resolution of- the San Francisco 
Typographical Union, No. 21, opposing the 
inclusion in the new tax bill of provision 
requiring labor unions to file financial state
ment s with the Treasury; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

4459. Also, - resolution of the city and 
county of San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 
adopted January 10, 1944, commending the 
Senate Committee on Education and Labor 
for making inquiries into the problems of 
the white-collar workers; to the Committee 
on Educ.ation. 

4460. Also, resolution of the United Office 
and Professional Workers of America, at San 
Francisco, Calif., urging speedy enactment 
of the bill which provides for the setting up 
of a bipartisan Federal commission to ar
range and carry through voting by men and 
women in the service; to the Committee on 
Election of President, Vice President, and 
Representatives in Congress. 

4461. By Mr. SCHIFFLER: Petition of 
Seymour _Shaw, president, B'nai B'rith, 
Wheeling .Lodge, No. 615, and 84 members, of 
Wheeling, W.Va., urging that appropriate ac
tion be taken to insure the withdrawal of the 
Palestine White Paper of 1939 in its entirety; 
that the terms of the Balfour Declaration and 
the Palestine mandates be implemented and 
carried out faithfully to the end; and that 
Palestine may continue to remain open to 
unrestricted Jewish immigration, etc.; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 



1944 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 669 
4462. Also, petition of Mrs. W. A. Cole and 

other residents of Elm Grove, W.Va., urging 
the passage of House bill 2082; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

4463. By Mrs. SMITH of. Maine: Petition 
of Wilfred Cote, of Augusta, Maine, ay.d other 
citizens, protesting against consideration by 
Congress of the Bryson bill, H. R. 2082, which 
would impose complete prohibition for the 
duration of the war; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

4464. Also, petition of Robert Battler, of 
Randolph, Maine, and other citizens, protest
ing against the consideration by Congress of 
the Bryson bill, H. R. 2082, which would im
pose complete prohibition for the duration of 
the war; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

4465. Also, petition of E. C. Jones, of Wash
ington, Maine, and other citizens, protesting 
against the consideration by Congress of the 
Bryson bill, H. R. 2082, which would impose 
complete prohibition for the duration of the 
war; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

4466. Also, p&tltion of Albert Ducharme, 
of Lewiston, Maine, and other citizens, pro
testing against the consideration by Congress 
of the Bryson bill, H. R. 2082, which would im
pose complete prohibition for the duration 
of the war; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

4467. Also, petition of Rosario Houle, of 
Lewiston, Maine, and other citizens, protest
ing against the consideration by Congress of 
the Bryson bill, H. R. 2082, which would im
pose complete prohibition for the duration 
of the war; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

4468. By Mr. TREADWAY: Petition of sun
dry citizens of Berkshire County, Mass., urg
ing the enactment of legislation to permit 
members of the armed forces to vote in the 
coming national election; to the Committee 
on ·Election of President, Vice President, and 
Representatives in Congress. 

4469. By Mr. WEAVER: Petition of the 
Pearce-Young-Angel Co., Asheville, N. C., and 
sundry other persons of western North Caro
lina, opposing the enactment of House bill 
2082, known as the Bryson bill; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

4470. By Mr. WELCH: Resolution No. :J783, 
adopted by the- San Francisco Board of Su
pervisors on January 10, 1944, commending 
the Senate Committee on Education .and La
bor for making inquiries into the problems 
of the white-collar workers; to the Com
mittee on Labor. 

4471. By Mr. CHURCH: Petition of officers 
and employees of the Bastian-Blessing Co., 
of Chicago, Ill., protesting against the enact
ment of any and all prohibition legislation; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

4472. /Also, petition of Z. Goldman and 38 
other citizens of Waukegan, Ill., protesting 
against the enactment of any and all prohi
bition legislation; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

4473. Also, petition of Joseph F. Hein, of 
Chicago, and other citizens of Illinois, pro
testing against the enactment of prohibition 
legislation; to the Committee ~m the Judi
ciary. 

4474. Also, petition of W. E. Flesch and 
other citizens of Dlinois, protesting against 
enactment of prohibition legislation; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

4475. Also, petition of A. E. Ladish, of 
Wilmette, and other citizens of Illinois, 
protesting against the enactment of House 
bill 2082, the. Bryson bill; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

4476. Also, petition of Walter H. Rudolph, 
of Chicago, and other citizens of Illinois, , 
protesting against the enactment of any and 
all prohibition legislation; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

4477. Also, petition of Stanley Lee and 
other citizens of Illinois, protesting against 
the enactment of any and all prohibition leg
islation; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

4478. Also, petition of C. B. Zeller, of Chi
cago, ' and other citizens of Illinois, protest-

ing against the enactment of any and all 
prohibition legislation; to the Committ-ee on 
the Judiciary. -

4479. Also, petition of Frank P. Speecher 
a.nd other citizens of Chicago, Ill., protesting 
against the enactment of any and all pro
hibition legislation; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

4480. Also, petition of Max I. Nevis and 
other citizens of Chicago, Ill., protesting 
against the enactment of any and all prohi· 
bition legislation; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

4481. Also, petition of the Lincoln Park 
Post, No. 3564, Veterans of Foreign Wars, of 
Chicago, Ill., protesting against the enact
ment of any and all prohibition legislation; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

4482. AlEo, petition of the Budlong District 
Post, No. 837, American Legion, of Chicago, 
Ill., protesting against the enactment of any 
and all prohibition legislation; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

4483. Also, petition of. W. J. Mailhoit and 
other citizens of Chicago, Ill., protesting 
against the enactment of any and all pro
hibition legislation; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

4484. Also, petition of the W. A. C. Social 
Club of Chicago, Ill., protesting against the 
enactment of any and all prohibition legisla
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

4485. Also, petition of James Marcinkus and 
other citizens of Chicago, Ill., protesting 
against the enactment of any and all pro
hibition legislation; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

4486. Also, petition of Stanley Zack and 
other citizens of Chicago, Ill., protesting 
against the enactment of any and all pro
hibition legislation; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

4487. Also, petition of Edward J. Dougherty 
and other citizens of Chicago, Ill., protesting 
against the enactment of any and all prohibi

·tion legislation; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

4488. Also, petition of the Saltimieras 
Radio Club of Chicago, Ill., protesting against 
the enactment of any and all prohibition 
legislation; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

4489. Also, petition of the American Lithu
anian Service Mothers of Chicago, Ill., pro
testing against the enactment of any and 
all prohibition legislation; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

4490. Also, petition of the American Legion, 
North Center Post, No. 356, of Chicago, Ill., 
protesting against the enactment of any and 
all prohibition legislation; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. · 

4491. Also, petition of G. Miller, of Chicago, 
and other citizens of Illinois, protesting 
against the enactment of any and all prohibi
tion legislation; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

4492. Also, petition of Max G. Schucorlein 
and other citizens of Chicago, Ill., protesting 
against the enactment of any and all prohibi
tion legislation; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

4493. Also, petition of Florabelle Meyer 
and other citizens of Chicago, Ill., protesting 
against enactment of prohibition legisla
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

4494. Also, petition of Anne Hennigan and 
other citizens ·of Chicago, Ill., protesting 
against enactment of prohibition legislation; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

4495. Also, petition of Mrs. E. Kelley and 
other citizens of Illinois, protesting against 
prohibition legislation; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

4496. Also, petition of Catherine Keefee 
and other citizens of Chicago, Ill., protest
ing against prohibition legislation; to the 

· Committee on the Judiciary. · 
4497. Also, petition of Mildred Wilson-Por

teous and other citizens of Chicago, Ill., pro
testing against enactment of prohibition leg
islation; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

4498. By Mr. BLOOM: Petition of the 
American Labor Party, signed by !i!artin 
Scher, legislative chairman, ninth • assembly 
district, New York City, containing resolu
tions regarding pending legislation which 
were adopted at a meeting sponsored by the 
American Labor Party Clubs of the seventh, 
ninth, and eleventh assembly districts of New 
York City; to the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice President, and Representa· 
tives in Congress. 

4499. By the SPEAKER: Petition of Mrs. 
J. C. Foose, of Williamsport, Pa., and sundry 
citizens, petitioning consideration of their 
resolution with reference to House bill 2082; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

4500. Also, petition of the National Asso
ciation for the Calling of a United States 
Constitutional Convention, New York, N. Y., 
petitioning consideration of their resolution 
with reference to the soldier-vote b'nl; to the 
Committee on Election of President, Vice 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 

4501. Also, petition of the building and 
construction trades department, American 
Federation of Labor, Washington, D. C., peti
tioning consideration of their resolution with 
reference to the so-called locality wage 
boards, to the Committee on M111tary. Af
fairs. 

4502. Also, petition of the cJ,erk of the 
county of Ottawa, State of Michigan, peti
tioning consideration of the resolution with 
reference to House bill 3420; to the Commit
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

4503. Also, petition of the city clerk of 
Milwaukee, Wis., petitioning consideration 
of the resolution with reference to the sol
dier-vote bill; to the Committee on Election 
of President, Vice President, and Representa
tives in Congress. 

4504. Also, petition of the American Free 
World Association, New York City and Wash
ington, D. c., petitioning consideration of 
their resolution with reference to the Green
Lucas soldier-vote bill; to the Committee 
on Election of President, Vice President, and 
Representatives in Congress. 

SENATE 
TUESDAY, JANUARY 25, 1944 

(Legislative day of Monday, January 24, 
1944) 

·The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Eternal God, we thank Thee that Thou 
hast set eternity in our hearts. Our 
:fleeting day is .but a gleam of light be
tween two walls of darkness; yet while 
it is called day we walk unafraid because 
Thou art our Father, and the darkness 
and the light are both alike to Thee. 

An empty seat in this Chamber speaks 
this morning of a lonely place against 
our national sky. The sudden passing 
of a highly trusted and respected col
league and a great-souled public servant 
reminds our saddened hearts that in 
the midst of life we are in death. 

From all the illusive shows of sense 
we turn to the refuge of Thy over
shadowing presence, Thou who are our 
center and our rest, our shelter in the 
stormy blast, and our eternal home. 
Inspire and guide with Thy spirit these 
Thy servants, the few among the many 
lifted to high pedestals of influence and 
responsibility, to the end that they may 
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